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Rules and Regulations
Title 7--AGRICULTURE

Chapter I-Consumer and Marketing
S e rv i c e (Standards, Inspections,

- Marketing Practices), Department of
Agriculture

PART 44-STANDARDS FOR SUGAR
AND SUGARCANE PRODUCTS

PART 52-PROCESSED FRUITS AND
VEGETABLES, PROCESSED PROD-
UCTS THEREOF, AND CERTAIN
OTHER PROCESSED _FOOD PROD-
UCTS

Subpart-U.S. Standards for Grades
of Refiners' Sirup 'a

Delete §§ 44.41 to 44.46 inclusive of
Part 44 which were codified in the Code
of Federal Regulations of 1953 (7 CFR
Parts 1-50) and transfer to Part 52, re-
numbering sections and references as
hereinafter set forth: -

Subpart-U.S. Standards for Grados of
Refiners' Sirup la

GENERAL
Sec.
52.6041 Definition.

GRADES

52.6042 -Grades of refiners' sirup.
52.6043 Grade specifications.

DLrsanmrAvzoar op FACToP.5
52.6044 Quantitative determination of fac-

tors.
52.6045 Preparation of basic solutions and

uS I color standards.
52.6046 Use of PS color standards in de-

termining color factor.
Ammon=: The provislonsiof this subpart

issued under see. 205, 60 Stat. 1090; 7 U.S.C.
1624.

GETERAL

§ 52.6041 Definition.
'TRefiners' sirup" means a liquid prod-

uct obtained from the refining of cane or
beet sugar. The total soluble nonsugar
solids content of refiners' sirup exceeds
6 percent of the total soluble solids. All
of the sirup constituents have been sub-
jected to the processes of clarification
and decolorization, or equivalent purifi-
cation, and it may be partially or wholly
inverted.

Compliance with the provisions of tis
standard shall not excuse failure to comply
with the provisions of the Federal Food,
Drug, and Cosmetic Act (or with applicable
State laws and regulations).

I "RS" Is an abbreviation for "refiners'
strup"%

GnA";s

§ 52.6042 Grad"s for refiners! sirup.
The grades for refiners' sirup are des-

ignated as follows:
(a) "U.S. Fancy" or "U.S. Grade A"

Refiners' Sirup.
(b) "U.S. Choice" or "U.S. Grade B"

Refiners' Sirup.
(c) "U.S. Extra Standard" or "U.S.

Grade C" Refiners' Sirup.
(d) "US. Standard" or "U.S. Grade

D" Refiners' Sirup.
(e) "U.S. Substandard" or "U.S. Grade

E" Refiners' Sirup.
§ 52.6043 Grade specifications.

Specifications for each grade of re-
finers' sirup are as follows:

(a) U.S. Fancy or U.S. Grade A Re-
finers' Sirup consists of refiners' sirup
which possesses a flavor characteristic
of refiners' sirup of fancy quality; which
contains no sediment; which is free of
foreign matter; which has a Brix sollds
content of not less than 712 percent when
corrected to 200 C. (680 F.); which has
a ratio of total sugars (sucroze plus re-
ducing sugars) to Brix solids of not les"
than 92 percent; which has a ratio of
sulfated ash to Brix solids of not more
than 3.0 percent; and which pozsesses a
color no darker than RS Color Standard
No. 1.

(b) U.S. Choice or U.S. Grade B Re-
finers' Sirup consists of refiners' sirup
which possesses a flavor characteristic of
refiners' sirup of choice quality; which
contains no sediment; which is free of
foreign matter; which has a Brix solids
content of not less than '72 percent when
corrected to 200 C. (680 F.) ; which has a
ratio of total sugars (sucrose plus re-
ducing sugars) to Brix solids of not less

than 86 percent; which has a ratio of
sulfated ash to Brix solids of not more
than 6 percent; and which possesses a
color no darker than RS Color Standard
No. 2.

(c) U.S. Extra Standard or US. Grade
C Refiners' Sirup consists of refiners'
si-up which possess a flavor character-
istic of refiners' sirup of standard qual-
ity; which contains no excess of sedi-
ment; which is practically free of foreign
matter; which has a Brix solids content
of not less than 76 percent when cor-
rected to 200 C. (63 F.); which has a
ratio of total sugars (sucrose plus reduc-
Ing sugars) to Brix solids of not less than
'78 percent; which has a ratio of sulfated
ash to Brix solids of not more than 10
percent; and which possesses a color no
darker than RS Color Standard No. 3.

(d) U.S. Standard or U. Grade D
Refiners' Sirup consists of refiners' sirup
which ps ss=-e a flavor characteristic
of refiners' sirup of standard quality;
which contains no excess of sediment;
which is practically free of foreign mat-
ter; which has a Brix solids content of
not less than 76 percent when corrected
to 20' C. (68' P.); which has a ratio of
total sugars (sucroze plus reducing sug-
ars) to Brix solids of not less than 70
percent; and which has a ratio of sul-
fated ash to Brix solids of not more than
14 percent.

(e) U.S. Substandard or U.S. Grade
E Refiners' Sirup consists of refiners'
sirup that faLls to meet the specifications
for U.S. Standard Refiners' Sirup.

(f) Table of specifications for grades.
The specifications for the designated
grades of refiners' sirup are set forth in
summary form in Table I of this para-
graph.

TAULn I-TAn n 0 S z un-m roa OnAz.3

GrI^.3 a1r pcffl-sotf

UX. Pancy a US. U.S. Ch,, a U.S. U.S.nfxtra 515. a 'U.S. Standhrd cr
Grndo A rcflrz' Glro B rrflnza' U.S. Grtds C rL I U.S. Grl D r -

r.Trup 41up 1flat. Crup fro [irmp

Brix solids corrcctcd to Not I= than 72 r-crcst Not Lz t 7 i czcnt2)o C. (GS" F.).
Itoaof tow alr rs Not lthac02, Not? L= a Ss NotL=3 than 73 Not L-,tan 70
(sucrosa plus rodudng ccnnt. rcnmt rcwrnt. racelsugars_) to Bld sold.

B ,uo of rlLsd 0b to Not iuoe tLn 3 Not rczo than G N ot mcs thn 10 Not m-ro thn I4
Brix soUds. r-rcnt _-n 1

Color .......... No d hkar U S No dzrr thn US No d Up.r t n RS No cc'sr Larit
Cor Stand-r Co-r Standizrd Cc!:: Sini.rd
No. 1. No.2. No. 3.

(g) Tolerances for certification of off-
cially drawn samples. When certifying
samples that have been oficilly drawn
and which represent a specific lot of
refiners' sirup, the grade for such lot
will be determined by averaging the fac-
tors of all the samples representing the

lot: Provided, That not more than I of
such samples fail to meet the require-
ments of the grade specifications set
forth in Table I: And further provided,
That each of the samples which repre-
sent a specific lot of refiners' sirup meet
the limiting specifications set forth in
Table II of this paragraph.
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RULES AND REGULATIONS

TABLE I-TABLE OF LIMITING SPxCIFICATIOxS FOR REFINERaS' SIRup

Grades and specifications
Factors U.S. Fancy or U.S. U.S. Choice or U.S. U.S. Extra Standard U.S. Standard or

Grade A refiners' Grade B refiners' or U.S. Grade C re- U.S. Grade D re-
sirup sirup finers' sirup fliners' sirup

Ratio of total sugars Not less than 91 Not less than 85 Not less than 77 Not Icm than OD
(sucrose plus reducing percent. percent. percent. percent.
sugars) to Brix solids

Ratio of sulfated ash to Not more than 3.5 Not more than 6.5 Not more than 11 Not more than I
Brix solids. percent. percent, perent. percent.

Color---------------No darker than RS No darker than RS Darker than RS Color Standard No. 3.
Color Standard Color Standard
No. 2. No. 3.

DETERMINATION OF FACTORS

§ 52.6044 Quantitative determination of
factors.

Quantitative determination of the re-
spective factors other than color is made
by the methods set forth in this section
for the respective factors:'

(a) Brix solids. By Brix hydrometer,
correcting to 20* C. (68* F.), using the
double dilution method.

(b) Total sugars-(1) Sucrose. By
the chemical method, using invertase as
the inverting agent; the Lane-Eynon
volumetric method for reducing sugars
before and after inversion; or by Jack-
son-Gills double polarization method
number IV.

(2) Reducing sugar. By the Lane-
Eynon volumetric method, or by the
Munson-Walker gravimetric method.

(c) Sulfated ash. By the sulfation
method, with no deduction.
§ 52.6045 Preparation of basic solutions

and RS color standards.

Chemicals of reagent grade, at room
temperature, are used in the preparation
of the solutions described in this section.

(a) Preparation of basic solutions-
(1) Solution A. Dissolve 10 grams of
CuCI,.2H.O in a sufficient quantity of 10
percent hydrochloric acid solution to
make 100 milliliters. 2

(2) Solution B. Dissolve 50 grams of
CoCh. 6H20 in a sufficient quantity of 10
percent hydrochloric acid solution to
make 500 millikiters.

(3) Solution C. Dissolve 50 grams of
FeCs.6HO in a sufficient quantity of 10
percent hydrochloric acid solution to
make 500 milliliters.

(4) RS stock solution. Mix 50 milli-
liters of Solution A and 485 milliliters of
Solution B with 465 milliliters of Solu-
tion C.

(b) Preparation of RS color stand-
ards-(1) RS Color Standard No. 1.

'These methods are described in Official
Methods of Analysis of the Association of
Official Agricultural Chemists, Seventh Edi-
tion, 1950, elcept the Jackson-Gillis double
polarization method number IV Is described
in Circular C440, Nat. Bur. Standards, May
1942, or in the Sugar Analysis, by Browne
and Zerban, 3d Edition, 1948, John Wiley &
Sons, Inc.

2Ten percent hydrochloric acid solution is
prepared by diluting 242.6 milliliters of re-
agent grade hydrochloric acid to one liter.

Dilute 10 milliliters of the RS stock solu-
tion to 100 milliliters with 10 percent
hydrochloric acid solution.

(2) RS Color Standard No. 2. Dilute
18 milliliters of the RS stock solution to
100 milliliters with 10 percent hydro-
chloric acid solution.

(3) RS Color Standard No. 3. Dilute
50 milliliters of RS stock solution to 100
milliliters with 10 percent hydrochloric
acid solution.
§ 52.6046 Use of RS color standards in

determining color factor.
(a) Containers required. The con-

tainers needed to perform the visual
color comparison test set forth in para-
graph (c) of this section are:

(1) A container for a sample of re-
finers' sirup for which the color factor
is to be determined (such container here-
inafter called "sample container"); and

(2) Containers for the respective RS
color standards.

(b) Description of containers. The
sample container is made of colorless
and transparent glass or plastic mate-
rial and is of such shape and construc-
tion as to provide a flat N-inch thickness
of the sample to be viewed. The con-
tainer for each RS color standard is a
colorless and transparent 2-ounce French
square water sample bottle having out-
side base dimensions of 17/16 inches by
171o inches.

(c) Visual comparison test. A sam-
ple of refiners' sirup Is compared in the
following manner with the RS color
standards to determine whether the
sample is darker than one or more of
such color standards:

(1) Place each of the RS Color Stand-
ards Nos. 1, 2, and 3 in separate 2-ounce
French square water sample bottles;

(2) Place a sample of the refiners'
sirup in a sample container; and

(3) In order to determine whether the
sample is darker than one or more of
the RS color standards, visually com-
pare the sample with each of the color
standards by looking through them at a
light-colored background in diffuse light.
The sample is viewed through its Ya-inch
thickness; and each RS color standard

Is viewed at right angles to one of the
sides of its container.

Dated: June 8, 1967.
G. R. GRANGN,

Deputy Administrator,
Marketing Services.

[P.R. Doe. 67-6715; Fied, June 14, 1007;
8:47 am.]

PART 61-COTTONSEED SOLD OR OF-
FERED FOR SALE FOR CRUSHING
PURPOSES (INSPECTION, SAM-
PLING AND CERTIFICATION)

Subpart A-Regulations
FEz FOR CERTIFICAvMS To BE PAID BY

LICENSEE TO SERVICE

Statement of considerations. The cost
of administering regulations contained
in 7 CFR Part 61 have increased materi-
ally since the last adjustment In the fee
charged licensed cottonseed chemists for
each certificate of the grade of cotton-
seed issued by them. Consequently, it is
necessary to Increase this fee from 30
cents to 40 cents for each certificate.

Notice of proposed rule making, public
procedure thereon, and the postpone-
ment of the effective date of this amend-
ment later than July 1, 1967 (5 U.S.C.
553) are impracticable, unnecessary, and
contrary to the public interest In that
(1) the fee set forth herein Is necessary
to more nearly cover the administration
of the regulations In 7 CFR Part 61; (2)
it Is imperative that the increase In fee
become effective in time to meet such in-
creased costs; and (3) additional time
is not required by licensed cottonseed
chemists to comply with this amendment.

Therefore, pursuant to authority con-
tained in the Agricultural Marketing Act
of 1946, as amended (60 Stat. 1087; 7
U.S.C. 1621 et seq.) the first sentence In
§ 61.45 is revised. As amended, 1 61.45
reads as follows:
§ 61.45 Fee for certificate s to be paild by

licensee to Service.
To cover in part the cost of adminis-

tering the regulations In this part each
licensed cottonseed chemist shall pay to
the Service 40 cents for each certificate
of the grade of cottonseed issued by him.
Upon receipt of a statement from the
Service each month showing the number
of certificates Issued by the licensee, such
licensee will forward the appropriate
remittance in the form of a check, draft,
or money order payable to the "Con-
sumer and Marketing Service, USDA."
(See. 205, 60 Stat. 1090, as amended; 7 U.S.C.
1624)

Effective date. This amendment shall
become effective July 1, 1967.

Dated: June 12, 1967.
G. R, GR~wGz,

Deputy Administrator,
Marketing Services.

[P.R. Doc. 67-6741; Filed, June 14, 1967;
8:40 a.m.]
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RULES AND REGULATIONS

Chapter VII-Agricultural Stabiliza-
tion and Conservation Service (Agri-
cultural Adjustment), Department of
Agriculture

SUBCHAPTER B--FARA MARKETING QUOTAS
AND ACREAGE ALLOTMENTS

[Amdt. 9]

PART 728-WHEAT

Subpart-Regulations Pertaining to
Acreage Allotments, Yields, Wheat
Diversion and Wheat Certificate
Programs for the Crop Years 1966
Through 1969

MI.SCELLAmEOuS AXEND=NTS
The Regulations Pertaining to Acreage

Allotments, Yields, Wheat Diversion, and
Wheat Certificate Programs for the Crop
Years 1966 Through 1969, 31 F.R. 8758,
as amended, are further amended as fol-
lows:
§ 728.316 [Amended]

1. Section 728.316 is amended by In-
serting " (a) " immediately before the text
and adding a new paragraph (b) as
follows:

(b) The allotment determined for any
farm under paragraph (a) of this sec-
tion may be reduced for the current year
if the sum of the feed grain base, total
allotments, and sugar proportionate
shares exceeds the cropland for the farm
for the current year and the farm opera-
tor requests In writing to reduce the
wheat allotment in lieu of the feed grain
base: Provided, That sucti reduction
shall not exceed the acreage by which
the sum of the feed grain base, total
allotments, and sugar proportionate
shares exceeds the cropland for the farm:
Provided further, That such reduction
shall be effective for the current year
only. For purposes of establishing future
State, county, and farm acreage allot-
ments, the acreage not planted to wheat
because of a reduction in the farm allot-
ment made pursuant to this paragraph
shall be regarded as having been planted
to wheat.

2. Section 728.317(b) (6) is amended
to read as follows:
§ 728.317 Determination of preliminary

allotments for new farms for 1967
and subsequent crops.

(b) *
(6) The applicant has at least 2 years'

experience producing wheat during the
last 5 years: Provided, That the number
of years which may be used in determin-
ing whether the applicant has at least 2
years' experience may be increased from
5 years by the number of years in which
the applicant could not grow wheat be-
cause the permitted acreage of noncon-
serving crops was zero on all farms in
which the applicant had an interest

§ 728.323 [Amended]
3. Section 728.323 is amended by in-

serting after the word "determinations"

in the first sentence thereof the follow-
ing: ", including any revision of the farm
acreage allotment,".
§ 728.502 [Amended]

4. Section 728.502(a) (2) Is amended
by adding at the end thereof the follow-
ing new sentence: 'lTotwithstandlng any
other provisions of this section, wheat
acreage which is determined by the coun-
ty committee to have been planted in an
unworlkmanli1e manner or is not cared
for with the expectation of producing a
normal crop under usual conditions and
Is planted solely for the purpose of re-
ceiving marketing certificates shall not
be counted as planted acreage."
§ 728.505 [Amended]

5. Section 728.505(e) is amended by
Inserting at the end of the first sentence
thereof the following new sentence:
"Each such bond must be executed by a
corporate surety licensed to do businezs
in the State in which the farm is situated
and listed by the Secretary of the Treas-
ury of the United States as an acceptable
surety on bonds to the United States."
(Secs. 334. 339(g). 373(b). 379j; G2 Stat. 53,
as amended. 60, 76 Stat. 024. 7G Stat. G30; 7
U.S.O. 1334. 1339(g). 1375(b). 1379J)

Effective date: Upon publication in the
FEDERAL REGISTEE.

Signed at Washington, D.C., on June 8,
1967.

E. A. JA=.:E,
Acting Administrator, Agricul-

tural Stabilization and Con-
servation Service.

[P.R. Doe. 67-6706; Filed. Juno 14, 1957;
8:46 am.]

SUBCHAPTER C-SPECIAL PROGRAMS
[Amdt. 71

PART 751-LAND USE ADJUSTMENT
PROGRAM

Subpart-1963 Cropland Conversion
Program

NouDlscnMUATIoU
The regulations governing the 1963

Cropland Conversion Pro.ram, 28 FR.
1206, are hereby amended by adding a
new § 751.50 tt read as follows:

§ 751.50 Nondiscimination.
The regulations governing nondiscrim-

ination in Federally assited programs of
the Department of Agriculture, Part 15
of this title, as amended, shall be appil-
cable to the 1963 Cropland Conversion
Program.
(See. 16(e), 76 Stat. COO, 16 U.S.C. 00p(o))

Effective date: Upon publication In the
FEDERAL REGIsTrEL

Signed at Washington, D.C., on June 8,
1967.

E. A. JAM;,
Acting. Administrator, Agricul-

tural Stabilization and Con-
servation Service.

[P.R. Dc. 67-6707; Filed. June 14. 19G7;
8:40 am.)

Chapter Viii-Agricultural Stabiliza-
tion and Conservation Service
(Sugar), Department of Agriculture
SUBCHAPTER r-SUGAR REQUIPEMErITS

AND QUOTAS -

[Sugar R .811, Amdt 81

PART 811-CONTINENTAL SUGAR RE-
QUIREMENTS AND AREA QUOTAS

Requirements and Quotas for 1967
Basis and purpose and statement of

basea and considerations. The purpose of
this amendment to Sugar Regulation
811 (31 P.R. 15581, as amended), is to
revise the determination of sugar re-
quirements for the calendar year 1967
and to establish quotas, prorations, and
direct-consumption limits thereof con-
sistent with such requirements pursuant
to the Sugar Act of 1948, as amended
(61 Stat. 922, as amended), hereinafter
referred to as the "Act".

Section 201 of the Act directs the
Secretary to revise the determination of
sugar requirements at such times during
the calendar year as he deems necesary.

So far this year, distribution of sugar
has been running at about the same rate
as last year when the final requirements
determination amounted to 10375,00
tons. The seasonal period of heavy
demand is now at hand and sugar re-
flners are mahing commitments for their
summer needs. On occasion this year,
there have been temporary difficulties
in arranging prompt ocean transporta-
tion. This action will facilitate the
orderly planning for and movement of
sugar. Also, in the development of this
amendment, consideration has been
given to the desrability of obtaining
fairly stable sugar prices that wil carry
out the price objectives set forth in
section 201 of the Act.

Accordingly, total sugar requirements
for the calendar year 19G7 are hereby in-
creased by 200,000 short tons, raw value,
to 10,600,000 short tons, raw value.

By virtue of the authority vested in the
Secretary of Agriculture by the Act, Part
811 of this chapter is hereby amended by
amending §§ 811.50. 811.51, and 811.53 as
follows:

I. Section 811.50 is amended to read as
follows:
§ 811.50 Sugar requirements, 1967.

The amount of sugar needed to meet
the requirements of consumers in the
contineptal United States for the cal-
endar year 1967 is hereby determined to
be 1O,0,000 short tons, raw valu.

2. Section 811.51 is amended by
amending paragraph (a) (1) to read as
follows:
§811.51 Quotas for domestic areas.

(a) (1) For the calendar year 1967
domestic area quotas limiting the quan-
tities of sugar which may be brought into
or marketed for consumption in the con-
tinental United States are established.
pursuant to section 202(a) of the Act, In
Column (1) and the amounts of such
quotas for offshore areas that may be
filled by direct-consumption sugar are
established, pursuant to section 207 of
the Act, in Column (2) as follows:
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C1)

(short

Domestic beet sugar-. 3,1,
Mainland cane sugar-..- 1. I
Hawa aii 1,252,
Puerto Ri . 1,140.
Virgin Islandsd_: . -- 15.

1 No limit

Direct-
Quotes oonsumptioa

iumits

-v-

3. Section 811.53 is amended by
amending paragraph (c) to read as
follows:

§ 811.53 Quotas for foreign countries.

tons raw value) (c) For the calendar year 1967, the
M ()" prorations or allocations to individual

6" 54,3 foreign countries other than the Repub-
l of the Philippines pursuant to section
202(c) (3) and (4), section 202(d) and
paragraph (a) of section 204 of the Act
are as follows:

Temporary Deficit
quotas and prorations Total

Countries Basic quotas prorations and quotas and
pursuant to allocation prorationssec. 20(d) 1

(Short tons raw value)

Mexico ---------------------------------------------- 216,910 229,544 02,208 W3, 962
Dominican Republic ------------------------------- 212,140 224,497 16134 W-1, 771
Brazil ...............----------------------- 212,140 224,3 41,134 497, 767
Peru------------------ ------------------- ----- 109,207 179,061 45,761 397, 029
British West Indies--------------------------- -- - 84, 744 73,464 22,502 180,700
Ecuador -------. ------ ..--------------------------- 30,867 32,664 8,0 7', 426
French West Indies ------------------------------------ 26, 618 28,106 ,078 5, 8
Argentina. - . ..----------.------------------------------ 26, 097 27,616 7,520 61,23
Costs Ricea--------------------------------------------- 24,974 26,433 7,198 51,605
Nicera -------------------------------------------- 24,974 26,433 7198 560 am
Colorla -- ----------------------------------------- -2,4 23, 756 6, ,,4
Guatemala ...................-------------------------- 21,046 22,276 6,065 49,387
Panama.................. -------------------- 15,714 16, 628 4,528 30, 870
El Salvador- - - - - - - -. . . . . . . . 15,434 16,335 4,448 36,217
Haiti .....................-------------------------------- 11,786 12,472 3,396 27,654
Venezuela --- .......---------------------------- 10, 663 11,284 3, 073 25,020
British Honduras ------------------------------------- 6,173 5,352 1,C39 13,164
Bolivia ------------------------------------------------ 2,525 2,672 728 925
Honduras --------------------------------------------- 2,525 2,657 726 , 906
Australia...... . . ..--------------------------------------- 1 01,019 87,000 -------------- -18. 019
R e ublic of C hina --------- -- --------------------- 42,091 3 , 250 .- ............. - 78,341
India 40,406 34,880-----------------76,200
South Africa ------------------------------------------- 29,745 25,616 --------------. , 361
Fiji Islands----------------.. -- 22,168 19,092 --------------- 41,260
Thailand ---..- -- ---------------------------- 9,260 7,975 ----------- 17,235
Mauritius ---------------------------------------------- 9,260 7,975 ----------- 17,235
Malegasy Republic ---------------------------------- 4, 770 4,106 --------------- 8,87
Swasiland- ..................------------------- 3,648 3,142 -------------- 6, 790

Iend-------- ----------------------- ,351 0---------5,361Ireland. ......... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ., 3:, 0 . . . . . . .. ,3 1

Total ................................. --------- 44,746 1,40, 091 430, 000 3,241,437

I Proration of the quotas withheld from Cuba and Southern Rhodesia.

(Seca. 201, 202, 207, and 408; 61 Stat. 923, Chapter XIV-Commodity Credit Car-
as amended, 924 as amended, 927 as amended
and 932 as amended; 7 U.S.C. 1111, 1112, poration, Department of Agriculture
1117, and 1153) SUBCHAPTER B-LOANS, PURCHASES, AND

Effective date. This action increases OTHER OPERATIONS
quotas for the calendar year 1967 by [CCC Grain Price Support Regs., 1966 and

200,000 tons. In order to promote orderly Subsequent Crops, Flaxseed Supp., Amdt. 1]

marketing, it is essential that all persons PART 1421-GRAINS AND SIMILARLY
selling and purchasing sugar for con- HANDLED COMMODITIES
sumption in the continental United Subpart-1966 and Subsequent
States be able as soon as possible to make Crops, Flaxseed Loan and Purchase
plans based on changes in the marketing Program
opportunities. Therefore, it is hereby de-
termined and found that compliance SUPPORT RATES

with the notice, procedure and 30-day The regulations issued by the Com-
effective date requirements In 5 U.S.C. modity Credit Corporation published in
553 is unnecessary, impracticable, and 31 FR. 8003, containing provisions for
contrary to the public interest and thlis price support loans and purchases ap-

plicable to the 1966 and subsequent crops
amnendment shall become effective when of flaxseed are amended as follows:
filed for public inspection in the Office In § 1421.3060, subdivision (iii) of sub-
of the Federal Register. paragraph (1) and subparagraph (2) of

Signed at Washington, D.C., this 9th paragraph (a) are amended to provide
a reduction in the amount to be de-

day of June 1967. ducted from the loan rate for flaxseed

ORvILLE L. FaaREM . received by truck at terminal markets
with respect to the 1967 and subsequentSecretr cu-u crops of flaxseed. The amended sub-

[F.1. Doc. 67-6679; Filed June 9, 1967; division and subparagraph read as
4:55 pan.] follows:

§ 1421.3060 Support rates.

(a) Support rates for flaxseed in ap-
Proved warehouse storage at designated
terminal markets-(1) Minneapolis and
St. Paul, Minn. * * *

(ilt) The support rate for flaxseed
received by truck and stored at either of
these terminal markets shall be deter-
mined by deducting from the applicable
terminal support rate an amount equal
to 4.5 cents per bushel with respect to
1966-crop flaxseed and 4.25 cents per
bushel with respect to the 1967 and sub-
sequent crops of flaxseed, plus the actual
amount of paid-in freight required to
guarantee the proportional outbound
rate from the terminal market to a
recognized market determined by the
appropriate ASCS commodity offlce.

(2) Port terminal markets. In deter-
mining the support rate for flaxseed
shipped by rail or water and stored at
any of the port terminal markets speci-
fied In this subparagraph, there shall be
deducted from the applicable terminal
support rate, the transportation cost, if
any may be incurred, as determined by
the appropriate ASCS commodity office,
for moving the flaxseed to a tidewater
facility located within the switching
limits of the terminal market to which
It was delivered. In determining the sup-
port rate for flaxseed delivered by truck
to such terminal markets, there shall
also be deducted from the terminal rate
an amount equal to 4.5 cents per bushel
with respect to 1966-crop flaxseed and
4.25 cents per bushel with respect to the
1967 and subsequent crops of flaxseed.
The port terminal markets are:
Los Angeles and San Francisco, Calif.
Duluth, Minn.
Superior, Wls.
Corpus Christi and Houston, Tex.

(See. 4. 62 Stat. 10'70, as amended; we. 5, 62
Stat. 1072; secs. 301, 401, al Otat. 1064; 15
U.S.C. 714 b and c, 7 U.S.0. 1447, 1421)

Effective date: Upon publication In the
FEDERAL RECISTZr.

Signed at Washington, D.C., on Juno
8, 1967.

E. A. Jxmca,
Acting Executive Vice President,

Commodity Credit Corporation.
[P.R. Doe. 67-8740; riled. June 14, 1987;

8:49 a.m l

Title 12-BANKS AND BANKING
Chapter 411-Federal Deposit

Insurance Corporation

SUBCHAPTER B-REGULATIONS AND STATE-
MENTS OF GENERAL POLICY

PART 329-PAYMENT OF DEPOSITS
AND INTEREST THEREON BY IN-
SURED NONMEMBER BANKS

Mutual Savings Banks in Alaska

Effective July 1, 1967, paragraph (e)
of § 329.7 of the rules and regulations
of the Federal Deposit Insurance Corpo-
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ration (12 CM 329.7) is amended to read
as follows:
§ 329.7 M aximum rates of interest or

dividends payable on deposits by in-
sured nonmember mutual savings
banks.

(e) Banks in Alaska. Notwithstand-
ing paragraph (b) of this section, any
insured-nonmember mutual savings bank
located in the State of Alaska may pay
for any time on or after October 1, 1969,
and prior to July 1, 1967, a rate of In-
terest or dividends not in excess of 5,
percent per annum on any deposit, and
for any time on or after October 1, 1966,
may continue to pay a higher rate of
interest or dividends in accordance with
any time certificate of deposit, savings
certificate, or similar certificate Issued
by the bank prior to September 22, 1966,
requiring maintenance of the deposit for
a stated period or making the rate of in-
terest or dividends dependent thereon,
and on any renewals or extensions of
such certificates on the same terms and
conditions. For the purposes of para-
graphs. (c) and (d) of this section, the
applicable maximum jate for any time
prior to July 1, 1967, for any such bank
located in the State of Alaska Is that
prescribed by thia paragraph.

The purpose of this amendment Is to
reduce from 5/ to 5 percent per annum
the maximum rate of interest or divi-
dends which insured nonmember mutual
savings banks in the State of Alaska may
pay on deposits. The amendment will
place the insured nonmember mutual
savings banks in Alaska on the same
basis generally as insured nonmember
mutual savings banks in. other States,
which have been subJect to a 5 percent
maximum rate since October 1, 1966. An
existing "grandfather clause" which per-
mits the Alaska banks to pay higher rates
on certain, certificates evidencing funds
deposited prior to September 22, 1966,
will remain in effect.

There was no notice and public par-
ticipation with respect to this amend-
ment, nor is the effective date thereof
deferred with prior publication, as the
Board of Directors has found pursuant
to § 302.6 of the Corporation's rules and
regulations (12 CER 302.6) that, under
the circumstances, such procedure would
cause delay and would prevent the action
from becoming effective as promptly as
necessary in the public interest.

(See. 9, 64 Stat. 881; 12 U.S.C. 1819)
FEDERAL DEPOSr INSUjNCE

CORPORATION,
[sEAL) Lou sE R. DNo,

Acting Secretary.

[F.R. Doc. 67-6717; Filed, June 14, 1967;
8:47 a.m.]

Title 14-AERONAUTICS AND
SPACE

Chapter I-Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Department of Transporta-
tion

[Docket No. 67-EA-03: Amdt. 39-4321

PART 39-AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

Martin Type Aircraft
Amendment 39-230, AD 66-12-1, re-

quires a visual and X-ray Inspection at
intervals of 350 and 2,500 hours repc-
tively of the engine mount tubular mem-
ber on Martin Type 202, 202A, and 404
Aircraft. There have been recent Me-
chanical Reliability Reports indicating
that cracks have been found In the engine
mount tubular member at lezer hours of
time in service than required inspection
times under AD 6C-12-1. Thus, AD 60-
12-1 must be superseded to revise the re-
quirements to lesser times in rervice and
also the type of inspection will require
the use of optics at 100 hour Intervals and
X-ray in conjunction with manuaflwc at
1,000 hour intervals. One of the pro-
cedures required prior to Inspecting the
members Is that they be sandblasted.
When, however, the aircraft has been
magnafluxed and X-rayed, within '750
hours' time in service prior to the effec-
tive date of this AD, but not sandblasted,
it is not intended that another inspec-
tion must be performed prior to expi-
ration of 1,000 hours' time in service after
the inspection.

Since a hazardous situation exists, it
is found that notice and public proce-
dure hereon are impractical and good
cause exists for making this amendment
effective in less than 30 days.

In consideration of the foregoing and
pursuant to the authority delegated to
me by the Administrator, 14 CF 1L85
(31 F.R. 13697), § 39.13 of Part 39 of the.
Federal Aviation Regulations is amend-
ed as follows:

(1) Delete Amendment 39-230 from
Part 39 of the Federal Aviation Regula-
tions.

(2) Add the following new airworthi-
ness directive:
Ma riN. Applies to Type 202, 202A. and 404

Airplanes Incorporating Engine Mount,
P/N'a A10100, A10100-9, 202iCi103-9.
A16647-81. 404-500000-, 40-1-S00009-09.
404--5000005 or 40-1-500000-23. Compll-
once required as indicated.

To detect cracls and corro:ion In the en-
gine mounts, accomplish the following:

(a) Within the next 100 houm' time in
service after the effective date of this AD,
unless already accomplIched within the lest
100 hours' time in cervice, and thereafter at
intervals not to exceed 20D houn' time in
service from the last In-pectlon, visually in-
spect the engine mount tubular memcnbers
and. welds for cracla, ucing a gaCla of at
least I0-power, or ue an VAA-approved
equivalent Inspection. If a crack is found
comply with (c) before further flight.
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(b) Within the next 230 hours' time in
mrvlce after the efrective date of this AD.
unlcaa already accomplished within the last
750 hourso time in rcvIce, and thereafter at
nterval, not to exceed 1.000 hour, time In

cervice from the lat Inzpcction, or one (I)
year whichever oa-curs firct, inzpeat the en-
gino mount tubular members and weld- for
external and Internal cracks and corrosion,
uzing both Magnaflux and X-ray or FAA-ap-
proved equivalent inmpectionz. Remove paint
end 2adblasts the engine mount prior to
inpccting, or usa an FAA-approved equiva-
lent method. The candblasting operation
rlhould be limited to the removal of eny
light rust or other cuperilcial dlscolmoatlon
as necssary to give a clean surface to con-
duct agnaflun Inspection. If a crack is
found comply with (c) before further flight.
Engino mounts Inpected within the last
750 hours' time in carvice uIng Magnaflux
and X-ray, or FAA-approved equivalent In-
apcctlon, but rithout andblasting need not
be reinspccted before 1,000 hours' of time
In service from ruch lnupection.

(c) Ir a craci I,- found in the weld metal
or n any tube between welds, and Th2 crack
is parallel to the tube axis, repair or repI=ce
ft5e cracbed part in accordance with the pro-
cedure outlined In the latest FAA-approved
rcvUsion of the applicable MartIn Structural
ceduree outlined in the latet - FAA-approved
equivalent rcp . or replae the crac2ed part
with a part of the -ame part number that
2a been Inzpcated In accordance with (b)
nd found free of crac and corro-ion, or

with an PAA-approved equivalent part. Ir
a crack is found In any tube wal, and the
crack is tranvere to the tube axla, replace
the entire engine mount with a part of the
rna part number that has be=n inpzated
In accordance with (b) end found free of
eraclz and corrosion, or with an FAA-a;-
proved equivalent part. If a car"" is found
which I not identficd above, approval for
continued uze of the engine mount must be
obtained from the Chief, Engineering and
Manufacturing Branch, FAA Zatern Region.
Sub-tantLating data mutbe ubmitted along
with the reque:.

(d) The repetitive Inspactin interval
epacifled in paragraph (a) may be incresse-d
to 300 houra' time In ccrvice. end the re-
potitive inspectin Interval spelf-ed in para-
graph (b) may be Increaed to 2.Z50 houra"
time In crvce or two (2) years. whichever
occurs firot on aircraft whoze engine mount
are treated Internally at the next required
Inmpcctlon with hort lnsed oiL The liquid
ahaul be applied through hole drile: theren
or by i-mrsng the part in a bath of the
liquid, or FAA-approvcd equivalent metod.
All access holzs must be cloed with cad-
mium-plated or zinc-plated self-tapplu

(e) I:valent Inspealons and repar
may be approved by an FAA maintenance
inzpcctor. E:quivalent partq, Structural Re-
par Manual reviions-, and internal treat-
ment methcds spccified in paragraph (d),
mu t be approved by the Chief, Engineering
and Manufacturing Branch. FAA Eastern
Region.

(f) Upon requczt with sub stantiatin data
aubmItted through an FAA Laintenance In-
spector, the complianca times specifLed In
this AD may be increased by the Chief, En-
gineering and Manufacturing Branch, FAA
r=stern Reon.

This superedes Amendment 39-230
(Part 39, 31 F.R. 6790, MYy 6, 1966), AD

66-12-1.
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This amendment is effective five (5)
days after publication in the FEDERAL
R EGISTER.
(Sees. 313(a), 601, 603, Federal Aviation Act
of 1958; 49 U.S.C. 1351(a), 1421, 1428)

Issued in Jamaica, N.Y., on May 29,
1967.

OSCAR BAKKE,
Director.

[P.IR. Doe. 67-6709; Filed, June 14, 1967;
8:46 a.m.]

[Airspace Docket No. 67-W-3]

PART 71-DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE,
AND REPORTING POINTS

Designation of Control Zone and
Transition Area

On page 2649 of the FEDERAL REGISTER
dated February 8, 1967, there was pub-
lished a notice of proposed rule making
to amend Part 71 of the Federal Aviation
Regulations by designating a control
zone and transition area in the Cody,
Wyo., terminal area.

Interested persons were afforded an
opportunity to participate In the rule-
making through submission of com-
ments. Due consideration was given to
all relevant matter presented.

Although communications capability
exists with Worland, Wyo., Flight Service
Station through the Limited Remote
Communications Outlet at Cody, Wyo.,
Frontier Airlines found the proposed air-
space actions acceptable, provided an
additional leased-line capability were
installed between Cody and Worland,
Wyo. Their primary objection was due to
the possibility of Itinerant pilots at-
tempting to use Frontier Airline fa-
cilities. This matter was discussed with a
representative of Frontier Airlines, and
It was explained that a fastline could
only be installed if and when the traffic,
volume at Cody, Wyo., made it economi-
cally feasible.

In view of the foregoing, the proposed
amendments are adopted, except for the
following changes: The citations for the
control zone and transition area are
corrected to read "(32 P.R. 2071)" and
"(32 FR. 2148) ", respectively.

Effective date. These amendments are
effective 0001 e.s.t., August 17, 1967.
(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958, as
amended, 72 Stat. 749; U..C. 1348)

Issued in Los Angeles, Calif., on June
7, 1967.

ARVIN 0. BASNIGHT,
Director, Western Region.

In § 71.171 (32 F.R. 2071) the following
control zone is added:

CoDy, Wyo.

That airspace within a 5-mile radius of the
Cody Municipal Airport, Cody, Wyo. (latitude
44"31'09" N., longitude 109"01'25" W.). This
control zone is effective from 0600 until 1700
hours, local time, daily.

In § 71.181 (32 P.R. 2148) the following
transition area is added:

CODY, WYO.

That airspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within a 5-mile radius
of the Cody Municipal Airport, Cody, Wyo.
(latitude 44"31'9" N., longitude 109*01'25"
W.), within 2 miles each side of the Cody VOR
023* and 203* radials, extending from the 5-
mile radius area to 8 miles northeast of the
VOR; and that airspace extending upward
from 1,200 feet above the surface within 6
miles northwest and 8 miles southeast of the
Cody VOR 023* and 203* radials, extending
from 7 miles southwest to 17 miles northeast
of the VOR.

[F.R. Doc. 67-6711; Filed, June 14, 1987;
8:46aim]

[Airspace Docket No. 67-SO--39]

PART 71-DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE,
AND REPORTING POINTS

Designation of Transition Area

On April 25, 1967, a notice of proposed
rule making was published in the FEDERAL
REGISTER (32 FR. 6408) stating that the
Federal Aviation Administration was
considering an amendment to Part 71 of
the Federal Aviation Regulations that
would designate the Eastman, Ga.,
transition area.

Interested persons were afforded an
opportunity to participate in the rule
making through the submission of com-
ments. All comments received were
favorable.

In consideration of the foregoing, Part
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations
is amended, effective 0001 e.d.s.t.,
August 17, 1967, as hereinafter set forth.

In § 71.181 (32 FR. 2148) the following
transition area is added:

EATMAN, GA.

That airspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within a 6-mile radius
of the Eastman-Dodge County Airport
(latitude 32*12'51" N., longitude 83'-
07'42" W.). I

(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958;
49 U.S.C. 1348(a))

Issued in East Point, Ga., on June 5,
1967.

GORDON A. WILLIAMS, Jr.,
Acting Director, Southern Region.

[P.R. Doc. 67-6712; Filed, June 14, 1967;
8:46 am.]

[Airspace Docket No. 67-SO-41]

PART 71-DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE,
AND REPORTING POINTS

Alteration of Transition Area

On April 25, 1967, a notice of proposed
rule making was published in the FEDERAL
REGISTER (32 F.R. 6408) stating that the
Federal Aviation Administration was
considering an amendment to Part 71
of the Federal Aviation Regulations that
would alter the Brunswick, Ga., transi-
tion area.

Interested persons were afforded an
opportunity to participate in the rule
making through the submission of com-
ments. All comments received were
favorable.

In consideration of the foregoing,
Part 71 of the Federal Aviation Regula-
tions is amended, effective 0001 e.d.s.t.,
August 17, 1967, as hereinafter set forth.

In § 71.181 (32 F.R. 2148) the Brin.4-
wick, Ga., 700-foot transition area is
amended to read:

That airspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within a 7-mile radium
of NAS Glynco (latitude 3115'30" N., longi-
tude 81128'00" W.); within a 5-mile radius
of the Jekyll Island Airport (latitude 311-
04'21" N., longitude 81125'39" W.), and
within 2 miles each side of the Brunswick
VOR 203* radial, extending from the VOlt
to 8 miles southwest of the VOR, excluding
the portion outside of the continental limits
of the United States;
(See. 307(a). Federal Aviation Act of 1958;
49 U.S.C. 1348(a))

Issued in East Point, Ga., on June 5,
1967.

GORDON A. WILLIAMS, Jr.,
Acting Director, Southern Region.

[F.R. Doc. 67-6713; Filed, June 14, 1007;
8:47 a.m.]

[Airspace Docket No. 67-SO-42]

PART 71-DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE,
AND REPORTING POINTS

Designation of Transition Area

On April 25, 1967, a notice of proposed
rule making was published in the FDXRAL
REGISTER (32 F R. 6408) stating that the
Federal Aviation Administration was
considering an amendment to Part 71
of the Federal Aviation Regulations that
would designate the Jefferson, Oa.,
transition area.

Interested persons were afforded an
opportunity to participate n the rule
making through the submission of com-
ments. All comments received were favor-
able.

In consideration of the foregoing, Part
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations is
amended, effective 0001 e.ds.t., August
17, 1967, as hereinafter set forth.

In § 71.181 (32 P.R. 2148) the following
transition area is added:

J.FFERSON, A.
That airspace extending upward from 70

feet above the surface within a 8-mile radiun
of the Jackson County Airport (latitude
34'10'310' N., longitude 83*33'38" W).

(See. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958; 49
U.S.C. 1348(a))

Issued in East Point, Ga., on June 5,
1967.

GORDON A. WILLIAMS, Jr.,
Acting Director, Southern Region.

[F.R. Doc. 67-6714; Filed, Juno 14, 1987;
8:47 a.m.]
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Title 15-COMMERCE AND
FOREIGN TRADE

Chapter Ill-Bureau of International
Commerce, Department of Com-
merce

SUBCHAPTER B-EXPORT REGULATIONS
[loth Gen. Rev. of Export Regs., Amdt. 30]

MISCELLANEOUS AMENDMENTS TO
EXPORT REGULATIONS

Parts 370, 382, and 399 of the Code of
Federal Regulations are amended as set
forth below.

(sec. 3, 63 Stat. 7, 50 UV.C. App. 2023; E.O.
10945,26 F.R. 4487, a CFR 1959-63 Comp.; E.O.
11038,27 F. 7003,3 CFR 1959-83 Comp.)

Effective date: Mday 29,1967.
RAUER ME=,

Director,
Offlce ot Export Control

I. Revision of Commodity Interpre-
tation 19: military automotive vehicles.

Purposd and effect: Commodity In-
terpretation 19 differentiates between
the military vehicles under the export
licensing jurisdiction of the U.S. Depart-
ment of State and those under the juris-
diction of the US. Department of Com-
merce.

The subject Interpretation is amended
by adding a list of the most common
characteristics which identify a vehicle
as "military" for the purposes of export
control.

Accordingly, § 399.2 is amended as set
forth below.

IL Amendment of the Commodity
Control List

Revisions. The Commodity Control List
in § 399.1 is revised as set forth below,
effective May 29, 1967, unless otherwise
specified. Exporters are advised that only
the items listed below opposite the spe-
cific Export Control Commodity Numbers
are affected by these changes. The un-
numbered captions serve only to Identify
the broad categories of commodities
within which these items are to be found
in Schedule B.

Two different types of explanatory nu-
merical references are used at the end of
a commodity description:

<a) A numerical reference enclosed In
parentheses to indicate the entry being
revised. For example, where a revised
entry is followed by (1), this indicates
that the new entry revises the first entry
or only entry presently on the Com-
modity Control List under the same Ex-
port Control Commodity Number; if the
entry is followed by a (2), it revises the
second entry on the Commodity Control
List, etc.

(b) A footnote reference referring to
the footnote below which explains the
effect of the revision.

'A validated license is no longer required
for export of these commodities to Country
Group 7.

2 A validated license is no longer required
for export of malt, malt flour, macaroni,
noodles and other preparations of flour,
starch or malt extract to Country Group Y.

RULES AND REGULATIONS

3A validated license is no longer required
for export to East Germany of any commodl-
ties included in this entry which prevlously
required a license to this destination.

AA validated l1censo In no longer required
for export of chocolate flavored milk bover-
ages to Country Group Y.

VA validated licence is no longer required
for export of these commodities to Est Gcr-
many.

G A validated license is no longer required
for export of pulpwood and Port Orford cedar
logs and lumber to Country Group Y.

IFour entries are substitutcd for an entry
presently on the Commodity Control List
under Export Control Commcdlty No. 2G3.

A validated licenze is no longer required
for export of natural rodium nitrate to Coun-
try Groups X and Y; and natural fcrtLzcrs
of mineral or vegetable origin, not chemically
treated, to Country Group Y.

0A validated licence i- no longer required
for export of pyrethrum extract to Country
Groups X and Y.

19 A validated license is no longer required
for export to Country Group Y of roft veg,-
table oils, except olive oil. In accordance vith
previously announced controls, a validated
license Is not required for export to this des-
tinaton of olive oil.

"A validated license Is no longer relulred
for export of persio oil USP to Country
Groups X and Y.

2A validated icMm In no longer required
for export to Country Group Y of fatty aclds
and refining by-producta of vcgetable orlgin,
including Industrial mixtures.

=A validated licenre is no longer required
for export to Country Group Y of bchenlc.
laurie, myristlo and palmetle ald.

I&The GLV Dollar-Valuo Limit I- ncrac2cd
for Country Group V.

=A validated lcone Is no longer required
for export to Country Group 7' of natural
animal or vegetable fertilizera chemlically
treated, and mixed fertilzers, except anmmo-
ninm phosphates.

" A validated license Is no longer required
for export of corn starch and other grain
starches, Including Industrial type, to Coun-
try Group Y.

"Cable base stock, electril1 cable filling.
coil winding, electrical nsulating. and voice
coil stocl, previously listed In the cecond
entry In error, Is included In this entry and a
validated license is required for export of
these items to Country Groupa Z and Y.

"Armature, cable ba-o stock, coil winding.
electrical, insulating electrical, dot; Insula-
tlon. rope stock tape for electrical Inulating,
voice coil stock, and electrical insillatin tis-
sue, previously listed In the second entry in
error, is Included In this entry and a vall-
dated licenze Is required for export of these
Items to Country Groups K and '.

"Two entries are rubstituted for an entry
presently on the Commodity Control Llst
under this Export Control Commodity
Number.

ZA validated Icense is no longer required
for export of these commodities to Country
Groups W, X, andT.

." A validated license Is no longer required
for export of theso commodities to Country
Groups X and Y.

s5s1
=A validated license Is no longer required

for eWort of thLse commoditie to Country
Groupa T and V.
=The GLV Dallar-Valus Limit is decreased

to Country Groups T and V, eiestive June 23,
1967.

nTwo entries are sub tituted for three en-
tries presently on the Commodity Control
List under this 1port Control Comm=dity
Number.

A rparate entry 1-, establIlhed "ith no
change in controls.

fT. Amendment of Denial and Proea-
tfon Orders.

Additions have been made to the table
of denial and probation orders of the
U.S. Export Control Regulations- Ac-
cordingly, names have been added to
§ 382.51 as set forth below.

IV. Export Licensing Authority orer
Unitcd States Coins Conta ning Siurr.

Purpose and effect: The Export Regu-
lations have been amended to point out
that US. coins containing silver (Export
Control Commodity I-o. 69070) are no
longer underthe export licensing author-
Ity of the US. Department of Com-
merce. Such coins are under the export
lcenzing authority of the US. Treasury
Department.

In addition to the silver dollar and the
subsidiary silver coins, this amendment
includes the clad half dollar, or 50-cent
piece.

Accordingly, M 370.5 and 399.1 of the
U.S. Export Re-ulations are amended
as retforth below.

PART 370-SCOPE OF EXPORT CON-
TROL BY DEPARTMENT OF COM-
MERCE
Pabagraph (i is added to 9 370.5 as

follows:
§ 370.5 Exportations authorized by Gov-

eminent agencies other than Office
of Export Control.

(I) Coins containing sitver. Te silver
coin re.ulatlons (31 CFR Part 82)
promulgated by the Secretary of the
Treasury under the Coinage Act of 1965
(Public Law C9-81, 31 US.C. 395) shall
govern the export of U.. coins contain-
ing silver. This includes the silver dollar,
the subsidiary silver coins and the clad
halt dollar, or 51-cent piece. The silver
coin rezulations are administered by the
US. Treasury Department.

PART 382-DENIAL OF EXPORT
PRIVILEGES

TFne following entries are added to
§ 382.51 Supplement 1; Table of denial
and probation orders currently in effect:

Vldff~chtritr a I I f~ac, to s.3t

Namre enI rd~rczs data I zr,!ral -a d.-!c3 15rir-i , sr2zl, aChd c

EM-ling, Franz, llntcze Zollam. - C--C7 rn,1cIte.... Gc=,zrsl nSva!I:stcJIc This 2 Pm. Z
straws 17 Focsdi ""3c: tlz.ayd ~ a
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o IValidated I GLV dollar value
Department of Commerce a9!5 license limits for shipments I Special

export control commodity number Unit Co required for to country groups provi-
and S country groups slena

commodity description shown below list

B T 
V 

X

Transport euifpmei

73=01 Other pas.enger cars having front No ---- 43 SWXYZ ...............----...... 100 B.
and rear axle drive. (2 and 3) 24

73201 Other passenger cars. (2 and 4) 21 *.. No --- 438 SZ -----------.------ ---------- B.

Clothing and acsaoriee

84125 Corsets, brassieres, girdles, garters, Lb ---- 218 Z ------------.---------------------- B.
and similar articles, including such arti-
cles of knit or crocheted fabric, whether
or not elastic. (I and 2) 1

.Profeaefeso , scentific and controlling instru-
mea: Phesa gplc and optical goods,

88172 Other self-contaIned diving and --------- 8 SWXYZ ---- 500 ----------- 100 B.
underwater breathing apparatus (scuba);
and specially designed components there-
for, n.e.c. (2)P4

80182 Speedometers tachometers and --------- 438 SZ ----------- 5 50 ----------- --- B.
other counting devices for motor vehicles.
( 2 ) ft

86193 Measuring and checking lnstr- --------- 438 SZ --------- 500 -------------- B.
ments, appliances and machines for auto-
motive maintenance (includes wheel
balancers), and parts. (3) K

8197 Other Instruments for watercraft - .--------- 438 SZ --------- 00 ------ .
motor vehicles and other vehicles. (9) 31

86196 Chemical analysis equipment, qual- --------- 438 SWXYZ ---- 500 ......... 100 B.
Itative and quantitative (chemical analyt-
ical equipment utilizing chemical and/or
physical separation analytical principles)
(specify by name); and specially designed
parts, n.e.c. (9)'4

I For explanation, see 1 30.1.

Saving clause. Shipments of com-
modities removed from general license as
a result of changes set forth in Part A
above which were on dock for lading, on
lighter, laden aboard an exporting car-
rier, or in transit to a port of exit pur-
suant to actual orders for export prior
to 12:01 a.m. June 5, 1967, may be ex-
ported under the previous general license
provisions up to and including June 28,
1967. Any such shipment not laden
aboard the exporting carrier on or before
June 28, 1967, requires a validated license
for export.

3. Section 399.2 is amended by revis-
ing Interpretation 19 to read as follows:

INTxRPRETATION 19: MIrrxAy AuTOmOTmVr
VEITICLES

(a) Military automotive vehicles. For pur-
poses of U.S. export controls, military auto-
motive vehicles "possessing or built to cur-
rent military specifications differing mate-
rially from normal commercial specifica-
tions" may include, but are not limited to,
the following characteristics:

(1) Special fittings for mounting ord-
nanoe or military equipment.

(2) Bullet-proof glass,
(3) Armor plate,
(4) Fungua preventative treatment,
(5) Twenty-four volt electrical systems,
(6) Shielded electrical systems (electronic

emission suppression), or
(7) Puncture-proof or run-fiat tires.

These automotive vehicles fall into two cate-
gories:

(1) Military automotive vehicles on the
munitions list, new and used. Automotive
vehicles in this category are primarily com-
bat (fighting) vehicles, with or without ar-

mor and/or armament, "designed for specific
fighting function." These 'automotive vehi-
cles are licensed by the U.S. Department of
State. See list with descriptions, paragraph
370.5(a), Category VII, of the Comprehen-
sive Export Schedule.

(it) Military automotive vehicles not oan
the munitions list, new and ued. Automo-
tive vehicles in this category are primarily
transport vehicles designed for noncombat
military purposes (transporting cargo, per-
sonnel and/or equipment, and/or for towing
other vehicles and equipment over land and
roads in close support of fighting vehicles
and troops). These automotive vehicles are
licensed by the U.S. Department of Com-
merce.

(b) Parts for military automotive vehicles.
Functional parts are defined as those parts
making up the power train of the vehicles,
Including the electrical system, the cooling
system, the fuel system, and the control sys-
tem (brake and steering mechanism), the
front and rear axle assemblies including the
wheels, the chassis frame, springs and shock
absorbers.

Parts specifically designed for military
automotive vehicles on the Munitions List
are licensed for export by the U.S. Depart-
ment of State.

(c) General instructions. Manufacturers
of non-Munitions List automotive vehicles
and/or parts will know whether their prod-
ucts meet the conditions described above.
Merchant exporters and other parties who
are not sure whether their products (auto-
motive vehicles and/or parts) meet these
conditions should check with their suppliers
for the required information before making
a shipment under general license or submit-
ting an application to the Office of Export
Control for an export license.

[P.R. Doc. 67-6581; Filed, June 14, 1967;
8:45 am.]

Title 16-COMMERCIAL
PRACTICES

Chapter I-Federal Trade
Commission

[Docket No. C-1207]

PART 13-PROHIBITED TRADE
PRACTICES

Bianchini, Ferier, Inc.
Subpart-Importing, selling, or trans-

porting flammable wear: 1 13.1060 In-
porting, selling, or transporting flam-
mable wear.

(See. 6, 38 Stat. 721; 15 U.S.C. 40, Interpret
or apply sec. 5, 38 Stat. 719, as amended; 67
Stat. 111, as amended; 15 U.S.C. 45, 1101)
[Cease and desist order, Blanchinl, Ferier,
Inc., New York, N.Y., Docket C-1207, May 23,
1967]

Consent order requiring a ,New York
City distributor of fabrics to cease im-
porting and selling fabrics so highly
flammable as to be dangerous when worn.

The order to cease and desist, includ-
ing further order requiring report of
compliance therewith, Is as follows:

It is ordered, That respondent Bian-
chini, Ferier, Inc., a corporation, and its
officers, and respondent's representa-
tives, agents, and employees, directly or
through any corporate or other device do
forthwith cease and desist from:

(a) Importing into the United States;
or

(b) Selling, offering for sale, intro-
ducing, delivering for introduction,
transporting, or causing to be trans-
ported, in commerce, as "commerce" is
defined in the Flammable Fabrics Act;
or -

(c) Transporting or causing to be
transported, for the purpose of sale or
delivery after sale In commerce,

any fabric which, under the provisions
of section 4 of the said Flammable Fab-
rics Act, as amended, is so highly flam-
mable as to be dangerous when worn by
individuals.

It is further ordered, That respondent's
report of compliance with the order
herein, dated March 28, 1967, and sub-
mitted simultaneously to the Commission
with the agreement containing consent
order to cease and desist, be received and
filed.

Issued: May 23, 1967.

By the Commission.
[SEAL] JOSEPH W. SHEA,

Secretary.
[F.R. Doc. 67-6722; Filed, June 14, 10G7;

8:47 a.m.l

[Docket No. C-1210]

PART 13-PROHIBITED TRADE
PRACTICES

California Sportswear Co. and
Samuel Tyco Cohen

Subpart-Misbranding or mislabeling:
§ 13.1185 Composition: 13.1185-90 Wool
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Products Labeling Act; § 13.1212 Formal
regulatory and statutory requirements:
13.1212-90 Wool Products Labeling Act.
Subpart-Neglecting, unfairly or de-
ceptively, to make material disclosure:
§ 13.1852 Formal regulatory and statu-
tory requirements: 13.1852-80 Wool
Products Labeling Act.
(See. 6, 38 Stat. 721: 15 U.S.C. 46. Interpret
or apply sec. 5, 38 Stat. 719, as- amended;
secs. 2-5, 54 Stat. 1128-1130; 15 U.S.C. 45, 68)
[Cease and desist order, California Sports-
wear Co. et al., Los Angeles, Calif., Docket
C-1210, May 25,1967]

Consent order requiring a Los Angeles,
Calif., clothing manufacturer to cease
misbranding its wool products.

The order to cease and desist, includ-
ing further order requiring report of
compliance therewith, is as follows:

It is ordered, That respondents Call-
forniA Sportswear Co., a corporation,
and its officers, and Samuel Tyco Cohen,
individually and as an officer of said
corporation, and respondents! repre-
sentatives, agents, and employees, di-
rectly or through any corporate or other
device, in connection with the introduc-
tion, or manufacture for introduction, in-
to commerce, or the offering for sale, sale,
transportation, distribution, delivery for
shipment, or shipment, in commerce, of
wool products, as "commerce" and
"wool product" are defined in the Wool
Products Labeling Act of 1939, do forth-
with cease and desist from misbranding
such products by:

1. Falsely or deceptively stamping,
tagging, labeling, or otherwise Identify-
ing such products as to the character or
amount of the constituent fibers con-
tained therein.

2. Failing to securely affix to, or place
on, each such product a stamp, tag,
label, or other means of identification
showing in a clear and conspicuous man-
ner each element of information re-
quired to be disclosed by section 4(a) (2)
of the Wool Products Labeling Act of
1939.

It is further ordered, That the re-
spondents herein shall, within sixty (60)
days after service upon them of this
order, file with the Commission a report
in writing setting forth in detail the
manner and form in which they have
complied with this order.

Issued: May 25, 1967.
By the Commission.
[SEAL] JOSEPH W. SHEA,

Secretary.
[F.1. Doe. 67-6723; Filed, June 14, 1967;

8:47 an.]

[Docket No. 0-1209]

PART 13-PROHIBITED TRADE
PRACTICES

Gramercy Mills, Inc., et al.
Subpart-Advertising falsely or mis-

leadingly: -§ 13.30 Composition of goods:
13.30-75 Textile Fiber Products Identifi-
cation Act; § 13.73 Formal regulatory
and statutory requirements: 13.73-90
Textile Fiber Products Identification Act.

Subpart-Involcing products f Isely:
§ 13.1108 Invoicing products falsely:
13.1108-80 Textile Fiber Products Iden-
tification Act. Subpart--Misbranding or
mislabeling: § 13.1185 Composition:
13.1185-80 Textile Fiber Products Iden-
tification Act; § 13.1212 Formul regula-
tory and statutory requirements:
13.1212-80 Textie Fiber Products Iden-
tification Act. Subpart-Neglecting, un-
fairly or deceptively, to make material
disclosure: § 13.1852 Formal regulatory
and statutory requirements: 13.1852-70
Textile Fiber Products Identification Act.
(Sec. 6,38 Stat. 721; 15 U.S.C. 40. Interpret or
apply sec. 5, 38 Stat. 719, as amended; 72
Stat. 1717; 15 U.S.C. 45,70) [Cc-.o and denlst
order, Gramercy IMil. Inc.. et nL, Pizalc,
N.J., Docket C-1209, My 23, 19071

In the Matter of Gramercy Mills, Inc.,
a Corporation and A & S Sales Corp., a
Corporation, and Simon Glasser and
Arthur Glasser, Individually and as
Officers of Said Corporations

Consent order requiring a Passaic, N.J.,
manufacturer of children's swimrwear to
cease misbranding and falsely advertis-
ing its textile fiber products.

The order to cease and desist, Includ-
ing further order requiring report of
compliance therewith, Is as follows:

It is ordered, That respondents
Gramercy Mills, Inc., a corporation, and
Its officers, and A & S Sales Corp.,
a corporation, and its officers, and Simon
Glasser and Arthur Giaser, individually
and as officers of said corporations, and
respondents' representatives, a g en t s.
and employees, directly or through any
corporate or other device, in connection
with the introduction, delivery for intro-
duction, manufacture for introduction,
sale, advertising, or offering for -ale, in
commerce, or the transportation or caus-
ing to be transported in commerce, or
the importation Into the United States,
of any textile fiber product; or in con-
nection with the sale, offering for sale,
advertising, delivery, transportation, or
causing to be transported, of any textile
fiber product which has been advertised
or offered for sale in "commerce; or In
connection with the sale, offering for
sale, advertising, delivery, transporta-
tion, or causing to be transported, after
shipment in commerce, of any textile
fiber product, whether in Its original
state or contained in other textile fiber
products, as the terms "commerce" and
"textile fiber product" are defined in the
Textile Fiber Products Identification Act,
do forthwith cease and desist from:

A. Misbranding textile fiber products
by:

1. Falsely 'or deceptively stamping,
tagging, labeling, invoicing, advertidng,
or otherwise identifying such products
as to the name or amount of the con-
stituent fibers contained therein.

2. Failing to affix a stamp, tag, label,
or other means of Identification to each
such product showing each element of
information required to be disclosed by
section 4(b) of the Textile Fiber Prod-
ucts Identification Act.

B. Falsely and deceptively advertis-
ing textile fiber products by making any
representations, by disclosure or by im-

S585

plcatlon, as to fiber content of any tex-
tile fiber product In any written adver-
tinement which is used to aid, promote,
or azsist, directly or indirectly, in the
sale or offering for sale of such textile
fiber product unless the same informa-
tion required to be sho=n on the stamp,
tag, label, or other means of identifica-
tion under section 4(b) (1) and (2) of
the Textile Fiber Products Identification
Act is contained in the said advertise-
ment, except that the percentages of a
fiber prezent In the textile fiber-product
need notbe stated.

It is further ordered, That the re-
spondents herein shall, within Sixty (60)
days after service upon them of this or-
der. file with the Commisssion a report in
writing setting forth in detail the man-
ner and form in which they have com-
plied with this order.

Issued: May 23,1967.
By the Commission.
[SAL] Jos =H W. SHN,

Secrtaryj.
(P.n. Doc. 67-0724; riled, June 14, 1957;

8:47 am.l

[Docket No. C-12111

PART 13-PROHIBITED TRADE
PRACTICES

Moniteau Mills, Inc., et al.
Subpart-isbranding or mislabeling:

§ 13.1185 Composition: 13.1185-90 Wool
Products Labeling Act; § 13.1212 Formal
regulatory and statutory requirements:
13.1212-90 Wool Products Labeling Act.
Subpart-Nezlecting, unfairly or decep-
tively, to make material disclosure:
§ 13.1852 Formal regulatory and statu-
tory requirements: 13.1852-80 Wool
Products Labeling Act.
(Sec. 6, 3 Stat. 721; 15 U.S.C. 46. Interpret or
apply sec. 5, 38 Stat. 719, an amended; sacz.
2-5. 54 Stat. 1123-1130; 15 US.C. 45, V-)
[Ce--ze and deLzLt order, Moniteau zills, Inc.-
et al. Californla, Mo., D:aet C-1211, ay 26,
190]
In the Matter of Monfteau Mills, Inc., a

Corporation, and Fran: A. Peel: Indi-
vidually and as an Offlcer of Said Cor-
poration, and Andrew H. Strickfaden,
Individually and as Plant Manager of
Said Corporation
Consent order requiring a California,

Mo., fabric manufacturer to cease mis-
branding Its wool products.

The order to cease and desist, includ-
ing further order requiring report of
compliance therewith, Is as follows:

It is ordered, That MIoniteau Mills, Inc.,
a corporation, and its officers, and Frank
A. Peck, individually and as an officer of
said corporation, and Andrew H. Strick-
faden, individually and as plant man-
ager of said corporation, and respond-
ents' representatives, agents, and
employees, directly or through any cor-
porate or other device, in connection
with the introduction, or manufacture
for Introduction, into commerce, or the
offering for sale, sale, transportation,
distribution, delivery for shipment, or
shipment, in commerce, of wool productz,
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as "commerce" and "wool product" are
defined in the Wool Products Labeling
Aot of 1939, do forthwith cease and de-
sist from misbranding of such products
by:

1. Falsely or deceptively stamping,
tagging, labeling, or otherwise identify-
ing such products as to the character or
amount of the constituent fibers con-
tained therein.

2. Failing to securely affix to, or place
on, each such product a stamp, tag, label,
or other means of identification showing
in a clear and conspicuous manner each
element of information required to be
disclosed by section 4(a) (2) of the Wool
Products Labeling Act of 1939.

It is further ordered, That the re-
spondents herein shall, within sixty (60)
days after service upon them of this
order, file with the Commission a report
in writing setting forth in detail the
manner and form in which they have
complied with this order.

Issued: May 26, 1967.
By the Commission.
[SEAL] JOSEPH W. SHEA,

Secretary.
[P.R. Doc. 67-8725; Filed, June 14, 1957;

8:47 a.m.]

[Docket No. C-12081

PART 13-PROHIBITED TRADE
PRACTICES

Nat Morgan
Subpart-Invoicing products falsely:

§ 13.1108 Invoicing products falsely:
13.1108-45 Fur Products Labeling Act.
Subpart-Misbranding or mislabeling:
§ 13.1185 Composition: 13.1185-30 Fur
Products Labeling Act; § 13.1212 Formal
regulatory and statutory requirements:
13.1212-30 Fur Products Labeling Act.
Subpart-Neglecting, unfairly or decep-
tively, to make material disclosure:
1 13.1845 Composition: 13.1845-30 Fur
Products Labeling Act; § 13.1852 Formal
regulatory and statutory requirements:
13.1852-35 Fur Products Labeling Act.
(Sec. 6, 38 Stat. 721; 15 U.S.C. 46. Interpret
or apply see. 5, 38 Stat. 719, as amended; sec.
8, 65 Stat. 179; 15 U.S.C. 45, 69f) [Cease and
desist order, Nat Morgan, New York, N.Y.,
Docket C-1208, May 23, 1967]

Consent order requiring a New York
City manufacturing furrier to cease mis-
branding and falsely invoicing his fur
products.

The order to cease and desist, includ-
ing further order requiring report of
compliance therewith, is as follows:

It is ordered, That respondent Nat
Morgan, an individual trading as Nat
Morgan or any other name, and re-
spondent's representatives, agents, and
employees, directly or through any cor-
porate or other device, in connection
with the Introduction, or manufacture
for introduction, Into commerce, or the
sale, advertising or offering for sale in
commerce, or the transportation or dis-
tribution in commerce, of any fur prod-
uct; or in connection with the manu-
facture for sale, sale, advertising, offer-
ing for sale, transportation, or distrlbu-
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tion, of any fur product which Is made
in whole or in part of fur which has
been shipped and received In commerce,
as the terms "commerce," "fur," and
"fur product," are defined in the Fur
Products Labeling Act, do forthwith
cease and desist from:

A. Misbranding any fur product by:
1. Failing to affix a label to such fur

product showing in words and ih figures
plainly legible all of the information re-
quired to be disclosed by each of the sub-
sections of section 4(2) of the Fur Prod-
ucts Labeling Act.

2. Representing, directly or by implica-
tion, on a label that the fur contained
in such fur product is natural when such
fur is pointed, bleached, dyed, tip-dyed,
or otherwise artificially colored.

3. Failing to set forth the term "nat-
ural" as part of the information required
to be disclosed on a label under the Fur
Products Labeling Act and the rules and
regulations promulgated thereunder to
describe such fur product which is not
pointed, bleached, dyed, tip-dyed, or
otherwise artificially colored.

4. Failing to set forth on a label the
item number or mark assigned to such
fur product.

B. Falsely or deceptively Invoicing any
fur product by:

1. Failing to furnish an invoice, as the
term "invoice" is defined in the Fur
Products Labeling Act, showing in words
and figures plainly legible all the infor-
mation required to be disclosed by each
of the subsections of section 5(b) (1) of
the Fur Products Labeling Act.

2. Setting forth on an invoice pertain-
ing to such fur product any false or de-
ceptive information with respect to the
name or designation of the animal or
animals that produced the fur contained
in such fur product.

3. Representing directly or by implica-
tion on an invoice that the fur contained
in such fur product is natural when
such fur is pointed, bleached, dyed, tip-
dyed, or otherwise artificially colored.

4. Setting forth information required
under section 5(b) (1) of the Fur
Products Labeling Act and the rules and
regulations promulgated thereunder in
abbreviated form.

5. Failing to set forth the term
"natural" as part of the information re-
quired to be disclosed on an invoice
under the Fur Products Labeling Act and
rules and regulations promulgated
thereunder to describe such fur product
which is not pointed, bleached, dyed, tip-
dyed, or otherwise artificially colored.

6. Failing to set forth on an invoice
the item number or mark assigned to
such fur product.

It is further ordered, That the re-
spondent herein shall, within sixty (60)
days after service upon him of this order,
file with the Commission a report in
writing setting forth in detail the man-
ner and form in which he has complied
with this order.

Issued: May 23, 1967.
By the Commission.
[SEAL] JOSEPH W. SHEA,

Secretary.
[P.R. Doe. 67-6726; Filed, June 14, 1987;

8:48 am.]

Title 21-FOOD AND DRUGS
Chapter [-Food and Drug Adminis-

tration, Department of Health, Edu-
cation, and Welfare

SUBCHAPTER A-GENERAL

PART 8-COLOR ADDITIVES
Subpart D-Listing of Color Addi-

tives for Food Use Exempt From
Certification

DEHYDRATED BEETS (BEET POWDER);
CONFIRMATION or EFFcTivxE DATE

In the matter of establishing a
regulation listing and exempting from
certification the color additive de-
hydrated beets (beet powder) for general
use in foods:

1. Pursuant to the provisions of the
Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act
(sec. 706 (b), (c) (2), (d), 74 Slat. 399,
402; 21 U.S.C. 376 (b) (c)(2) (d), and
in accordance with the authority dele-
gated to the Commissioner of Food and
Drugs by the Secretary of Health,
Education, and Welfare (21 CFR 2.120),
notice is given that no objections were
filed to the order in the above-identified
matter published in the FEDERAL REG-
ISTER of April 20, 1967 (32 P.. 8180).
Accordingly, the regulation promulgated
by that order will become effective June
19, 1967.

2. Effective June 19, 1967, 18.501
Provisional lists of color additives Is
amended by deleting from paragraph (e)
the item "Beet powder."
(See. 708 (b), (c) (2), (d), 74 Stat. 399, 402;
21 U.S.C. 376 (b), (c)(2), (d))

Dated: June 8, 1967.
J. K. KIRK,

Associate Commissioner
for Compliance.

[P.R. Doc. 87-4730; Filed, June 14, 1907
8:48 am.]

PART 8-COLOR ADDITIVES
Subpart D-Listing of Color Addi-

tives for Food Use Exempt From
Certification

FERROUS GLUCONATE; CONFIRMATION Or
EFFECTIVE DATE

In the matter of establishing a regula-
tion listing for food use and exempting
from certification the color additive fer-
rous gluconate:

1. Pursuant to the provisions of the
Federal Food, Drug, and Coometle Act
(see. 706 (b)(1), (c)(2), (d), 74 Stat.
399, 402; 21 U.S.C. 376 (b)(1), (c)(2),
(d)) and under the authority delegated
to the Commissioner of Food and Druis
by the Secretary of Health, Education,
and Welfare (21 CFR 2.120), notice Is
given that no objections were filed to the
order in the above-Identified matter
published in the FEDERAL REGISTER of
April 19, 1967 (32 P.R. 6131). Accord-
ingly, the regulations promulgated by
that order will become effective June 18,
1967.

2. Effective June 18, 1967, 18.502
Provisional lists of color additives Is
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amended by deleting from paragraph
(e) the item "Ferrous gluconate."
(Sec- 706 (b) (1), (c) (2), (d). 74 Stat. 399,
402; 21 U.S.C. 376 (b) (1). (c) (2), (d))

Dated: June 8, 1967.
J. K. Knur,

Associate Commissioner
for Compfiance.

[F.R. Doe. 67-6731; Filed, June 14, 1967;
8:48 a.m.i

SUBCHAPTER B--FOOD AND FOOD PRODUCTS

PART 121-FOOD ADDITIVES
Subpart C-Food Additives Permitted

in Feed and Drinking Water of Ani-
mals or for the Treatment of Food-
Producing Animals

Subpart D-Food Additives Permitted
in Food for Human Consumption

Tni=NDAZOLE
1. The Commissioner of Food and

Drugs, having evaluated the data sub-

m

to
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§

TAzr. 2-TmAasNDAzo

Principal Amount Combined IAmountI
Ingredient with-

9**0 ... ... ...
S. Tlabendazole. 45.4-03 g. -r ......

ton (0 00Z-0.1%.

2. Based upon an evaluation of the
data before him and proceeding under
the authority of the act (see. 409(c) (4),
72 Stat. 1786; 21 U.S.C. 348(c) (4)), dele-
gated as cited above, the Commissioner
has concluded that a zero tolerance is
required to assure that edible tissues of
swine treated with thiabendazole in
accordance with § 121.260 are safe for
human consumption. Accordingly, §121.-
1153 is revised to read as follows:
§ 121.1153 Thiabendazole.

A tolerance of zero is established for
residues of thiabendazole in the edible
tissues of cattle, goats, sheep, and swine
and in milk from cattle and goats.

Any person who will be adversely
affected by the foregoing order may at
any time within 30 days from the date of
its publication in the FERn REGISTER
file with the Hearing Clerk, Department
of Health, Education, and Welfare, Room
5440, 330 Independence Avenue SW.,
Washington, D.C. 20201, written objec-
tions thereto, preferably in quintuplicate.
Objections shall show wherein the per-
son filing will be adversely affected by the
order and specify with particularity the
provisions of the order deemqd objec-
tionable and the grounds for the objec-
tions. If a hearing is requested, the ob-
jections must state the Issues for the
hearing. A hearing will be granted if the
objections are supported by grounds
legally sufficient to justify the relief
sought. Objections may be accompanied
by a memorandum or brief in support
thereof.

ti

(SC

Itted In a petition (FAP 3D0956) filed Interested persons were given 30 days
:erck Sharp & Dohme Research Labora- from the date of publication of the notice
iries, Division of Merck & Co., Inc., in the FnnsA R==sr within which

to submit their views, data, and aru-
ahway, N.J. 07065, and other tolerant; ments concerning the proposed revision
ateral, has concluded that the food and revocation to the Commis-ionar of
Iditive regulations should be amended Indian Affairs. Written objections were
provide for the safe use of thiabonda- received rezarding the provisions pro-

ile in swine feed as indicated below. hiblting a shutdown, abandonment, or
berefore, pursuant to the provisions of other discontinuance of operations ,ith-

out the approval of the Superintendent.
ie Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic The objections are based on the conclu-
at (sec. 409(c) (1), 72 Stat. 17S; 21 don that these points are covered by
S.C. 348(o) (1)) and under the author- existing re3ulations. 1.one of the regula-
y delegated to the CommlsIoner by the tions cited, however, deal fully and
ecretary of Health, Education, and dclintely with the subject.-
relfare (21 CFR 2.120), § 121.260(c) i- To facilitate the administration and

2 a new im supervion over the many well changes
nended by adding to table 2on secondary recovery projects, an
as follows: amendment has been added to the first

paragraph of § 183.81 as proposed by
121.260 Tiabindazole. which the Superintendent may authorize
• that these well change be included in a

monthly report.
(c) ... * Objections were also rised on the
oE W FrXo propOsed requirement for the payment

of a $15 fee by lessees upon application
Litati dr I cat L, of authority to plug a welL However, it

Is believed thoe objections do not have
sulcient basis to warrant any change.

Fo sin: dmnitr io- idintt .rcz. f Accordinldy, the Proposed amendments
Fnuor J~y Lwe can-drdiscr Co f AMinI 2 to 25 CFR, PFat 183 are hereby adopted,
0.05-0.1c thiz:czdzo!o h rnurwtins Subject to the following changes:r-r ten for 2 fAo 

-  
At gowndby f z contzdaAl In § 183.81, -s proposed, the word

.awed byhit.cndc _.a.3 "therefore" is deleted from the second
r tnat n-14 wtLs, sentence of the first pagraph; and a

M days otslauzht'r. provision is added at the end of the first
paragraph under which the Superin-
tendent may authorize that well changes

Effective date. This order shall become on secondary recovery projects be in-

fective on the date of its publication in eluded In a monthly report.
e FEDERn REGISTMr- These amendments will become ef-

fective 30 days following the date of
.409 (c) (1), (4), 72 stat. 1780; 21 U .S.. publication in the F=EnAL r cs=m.

Dated: June 6,1967.
J. IL K=n,

Associate Commissioner
for Complianec.

[P.R. Doc. 67-C74; Flied, Juno 14, 1007;
8:4G a.m.

Title 25-INDIANS
Chapter I-Bureau of Indian Affairs,

Department of the Interior
SUBCHAPTER 0--oL AND GAS

PART 183-LEASING OF OSAGE RES-
ERVATION LANDS FOR OIL AND
GAS MINING

Miscellaneous Amendments
On page 12794 of the F:DErAL nms-

TER of September 30,1966, there was pub-
lished a notice of intention to revise
§ 183.81 and to revoke §§ 183.812, 183.83,
and 183.84 of Title 25, Code of Federal
Regulations.

The purpose of the revision and revo-
cation is to provide more fully and defn-
nitely for the conditions under which oil
and gas wells may be shutdown, aban-
doned, and plug-ged and for payment
of a fee of $15 when applying for permis-
sion to plug a well.

Secretazry of the Interior.
Juum 8, 1967.

1. Section 183.81 is revise-d to read as
follows:

183.81 Shutdown, abandonment, and
plugging of wells.

No productive well shall be abandoned
until Its lack of capacity for further
profitable production of oil or gas has
been demonstrated to the satisfaction of
the Superintendent. L-see therefore
shall not shut down, abandon, or other-
wise discontinue the operation or use of
any well without the written approval
of the Superintendent or his designated
representative. All applications for such
approval shall be submitted to the Super-
intendeant on forms furnished by him.
Lessees operating secondary recovery
units may obtain permission from the
Superintendent to submit a monthIy well
status report rather than obtain indi-
vidual authorizations for chan-ing the
status of producing, injection, disposal,
or other wells conected with the oper-
ation of the unit.

(a) Application for authority to sahu;
down or disccntinue use or operation of
a well shall set forth justification there-
for and probable duration, the means by
which the well bore is to be protected,
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and the contemplated eventual disposi-
tion of the well. The method of condi-
tioning such well shall be subject to the
approval of the Inspector.

(b) Wells to be permanently aban-
doned shall be promptly plugged as
prescribed by the Inspector. Applica-
tions to plug shall set forth reasons for
plugging; a detailed statement of the
proposed work including kind, location,
and length of plugs (by depth), plans
for mudding and cementing, testing,
parting and removing casing; and any
other pertinent information: Provided,
The Superintendent, or his designated
representative, may give oral permission
and instructions pending receipt of a
written application to plug a newly
drilled hole. Lessee shall remit a fee of
$15 with each written application for
authority to plug a well, such fee to be
refunded if permission is not granted.

(c) Lessee shall plug and fill all dry or
abandoned wells in a manner to confine
the fluid in each formation bearing fresh
water, oil, gas, and other minerals, and
to protect it against invasion of fluids
from other sources. Mud-laden fluid,
cement, and other plugs shall be used to
fill the hole from bottom to top: Pro-
vided, If a satisfactory agreement is
reached between Lessee and the surface
owner, subject to approval of the Super-
intendent, Lessee may condition the well
for use as a fresh water well and shall
so indicate on the plugging record. The
manner in which plugging materials shall
be introduced and the type of materials
so used shall be subject to the approval
of the Inspector. Within 10 days after
plugging, Lessee shall file with the Super-
intendent a complete report of the plug-
ging of each well. When any well is
plugged and abandoned Lessee shall,
within 90 days, clean up the premises
around such well to the satisfaction of
the Superintendent or his authorized
representative: Provided, That the 90-
day period may be extended a reasonable
time in the discretion of the Superin-
tendent.

(d) In event Lessee shall fail to plug
properly any dry or abandoned well in
accordance with the regulations in this
part, the Superintendent may, after 5
days' notice to the parties in interest,
plug such well at the expense of Lessee or
his surety plus an additional 25 percent
to cover administrative costs.
§§ 183.82-183.84 [Revoked]

2. Sections 183.82, 183.83, and 183.84
are superseded by the amendment in
item 1 above, and are revoked.

3. Section 183.91(a) (10) is revised to
read as follows:
§ 183.91 Amount of penalties.

* * * * *

(a) * **
(10) For failure to file plugging re-

ports as required by § 183.81 and for fail-
ure to file reports, and remit royalties
required by § 183.45, $5 a day for the
first violation and $10 a day for each
violation thereafter.

• * * * *

IrR. Doc. 67-6691; Filed, June 14, 1967;
8:46 am.)

Title 32-NATIONAL DEFENSE
Chapter I-Office of the Secretary of

Defense
SUBCHAPTER M-MISCELLANEOUS

PART 267-ENGINEERING DATA
FILES

The Director of Defense Research and
Engineering and the Assistant Secretary
of Defense (Installations and Logistics)
approved the following on April 13, 1967:
Sec.
267.1 Purpose and objectives.
267.2 Applicability and scope.
267.3 Definitions.
267.4 Concept.
267.5 Responsibilities.
267.6 Effective date and implementation.

A oR=Y: The provisions of this Part
267 Issued under 5 U.S.C. 301.

§ 267.1 Purpose and objectives.
This part supplements DoD Directive

4120.3, "Defense Standardization Pro-
gram," dated April 23, 1965, by assign-
ing responsibilities to Department of
Defense components for developing and
applying uniform management and dis-
tribution techniques to DoD engineering
data which will:

(a) Assure their availability to scien-
tists, engineers, and other personnel en-
gaged in research, development, test,
evaluation, procurement, production,
supply, and maintenance functions.

(b) Assure the rapid distribution of
high quality, reliable data both within
the DoD and to eligible industry groups
subject to considerations of security;
limited rights of the Federal Govern-
ment; reimbursement costs, where ap-
propriate; and DoD policies governing
public release (see DoD Directive 5100.36,
"DoD Technical Information," dated
Dec. 31, 1962).

(c) Establish a broader engineering
data base.

(d) Enlarge the opportunities for
achieving improved design, standardiza-
tion, competitive procurement, and item
entry control objectives set forth in DoD
Directive 4120.3, "Defense Standardiza-
tion Program," dated April 23, 1965, and
DoD Instruction 4120.8, "Use of Stand-
ardization Documents Issued by Industry
Groups," dated August 9, 1960 (25 F.R.
8606), and encourage the reuse of pre-
vious design solutions.

(e) Facilitate and encourage the de-
velopment, promotion, and use by in-
dustry groups of improved engineering
data systems and techniques.

(f) Provide a basis for the develop-
ment and use of improved engineering
data retrieval systems throughout the
defense community.

(g) Establish the users' confidence in
the technical validity and integrity of
DoD-controlled engineering data to in-
sure its reuse in furtherance of DoD
objectives.
§ 267.2 Applicability and scope.

The provisions of this part apply to
all DoD components engaged in re-
search, development, test, and evaluation
(RDT&E), procurement, production, and

supply activities involving the following
types of engineering data.

(a) Formally approved engineering
data. All engineering documentation
subjected to formal development and re-
view by one or more DoD components
(see DoD Directive 4120.3, "Defense
Standardization Program," dated Apr, 23,
1965, and DoD Instruction 4120.8, "Use
of Standardization Documents Issued by
Industry Groups," dated Aug. 9, 1960
(25 F.R. 8606)). Typical examples are:

(1) Standards: (i) Federal and Mili-
tary standards.

(ii) DoD-approved industry standards.
(2) Specifications: (1) Federal and

Military specifications,
(ii) DoD-approved industry specifica-

tions.
(3) Military handbooks.
(4) Qualified products lists.
(b) Additional engineering data. Other

engineering documentation not now sub-
ject to formal standardization develop-
ment and review processes may be
included upon establishment of the nec-
essary procedures and controls (see
§267.5(a)). Examples of such docu-
mentation are:

(1) Engineering drawings.
(2) Design data sheets.
(3) Other contractor-prepared docu-

ments.
§ 267.3 Definitions.

(a) Engineering data. (1) That por-
tion of technical data contained in docu-
ments prepared by a design activity to
disclose and describe configuration, de-
sign form and fit, performance, opera-
tion, reliability, maintainability, quality
control, or other engineering features of
items, materials, methods, practices,
procedures, processes, and services.

(2) The principal documentation of
engineering data occurs in standards,
specifications, engineering drawings, as-
sociated lists (lists of material, parts
lists, data lists, and index lists), Item
data sheets, performance parameters,
test procedures or reports, engineering
configuration changes, and other docu-
ments providing design data or design
disclosure.

(b) Data management. The function
of determining and validating data re-
quirements, planning for the timely and
economical acquisition of data, and In-
suring the adequacy and availability of
acquired data for their intended use.

(c) Data retrieval systems. Manual or
mechanized methods for the recovery of
selected data from a collection of like
data for the purpose of obtaining spe-
cific information. Retrieval includes all
the procedures used to Identify, search,
find, and remove specific information or
data stored. It excludes both the
creation and the use of the data.
§ 267.4 Concept.

For maximum applicability, engineer-
ing data used by scientists, engineers,
and other personnel engaged in research,
development, test, evaluation, procure-
ment, production, supply, and mainte-
nance functions must be accurate,
current, and properly organized.
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(a) To achieve this objective, current
DoD procedures (see DoD Directive
4120.3, " Defense Standardization Pro-
gram," dated Apr. 23, 1965, DoD Instruc-
tion 5010.11, "Improved Management of
Technical Logistics Data and Informa-
tion," dated Feb. 25, 1964, and DoD In-
struction 5010.12, "Technical Data and
Information; Determination of Require-
ments and Procurement of," dated lay
27, 1964), governing the generation, co-
ordination, reproduction, and -distribu-
tion of Military specifications and
standards are extended to cover the en-
gineering documentation data covered
by this part.

(b) As additional engineering data
files are developed and maintained by
responsible DoD components (see § 267.5
(c)), they shall be incorporated in the
documentation files of the Navy Publica-
tions and Printing Office to enable DoD
components to refer to specific documen-
tation "titles" or "numbers" in requests
for proposals, contracts, and specifica-
tions.

§ 267.5 Responsibilities.

(a) The Director of the Office of
Technical Data and Standardization
Policy-who is the Functional Manager
for the Defense Standardization Pro-
gram (see DoD Directive 4120.3, "De-
fense Standardization Program," dated
Apr. 23, 1965, and DoD Instruction
5010.13, "Technical Data and Standardi-
zation Management," dated Dec. 28,
1964) will provide leadership and pro-
gram guidance to DoD components to
assure compliance with the provisions of
this Instruction throughout the Depart-
ment of Defense, including:

(1) A review of DoD and applicable
non-DoD engineering documentation
data to determine their suitability and/
or potential for organizing into Engi-
neering Data Files under the terms of
this part;

(2) Establishment of quality, relia-
bility, and currency criteria for the engi-
neering documentation data selected for
assembling into Engineering Data Files;

(3) Assignment of responsibilities to
DoD components, when appropriate, for
the development and maintenance of
designated Engineering Data Files for
joint use by all DoD components; and,

(4) Surveillance to assure effective
utilization of the Engineering Data Files
to satisfy DoD objectives stated in
§267.1.

(b) Heads of DoD components wilh:
(1) Establish procedures, consistent

with this part and its implementing doc-
uments (see § 267.6), governing the re-
view, approval, and release of engineer-
ing data with reuse potential.

(2) Exercise sufficient discipline over
the technical adequacy, quality, relia-
bility, and currency of Engineering Data
Files to permit (i) the Department of the
Navy to develop the operating procedures
referred to in paragraph (c) (1) of this
section, and (ii) other DoD components
to reference these data by "title" or
"number" in requests for proposals, con-
tracts, and specifications, rather than
providing actual copies of this material.

(c) Under the direction of the Secre-
tary of the Navy, or his designee for the

purpose, the Headquarters, Navy Publi-
cations and Printing Service, will:

(1) Establish operating procedures, In
coordination with ODDR&E, OASD
(M&L), Military Departments, and De-
fense Agencies, governing the Indexing,
publishing, and distributing (including
selling) of enginecring data received
from releasing DoD components.

(2) Release one (1) copy of all such
data on receipt to each of the firms which
has been certified (see paragraph (d) of
this section) to be qualified to organize,
index and distribute engineering data via
mechanized retrieval systems throughout
the Department of Defense, Its compo-
nents and its contractors.

(3) The Navy Publications and Print-
ing Service Offlce (Philadelphia, Pa.)
will:

(i) Assemble and provide to qualified
receiplents machine-readable inde.%e
and other documented material; and,

(ii) Establish fee charges -where ap-
propriate, to cover the full cost of such
machine-oriented services, in accord-
ance with the provisions of DoD In-
struction 7230.7, "User Charges," dated
December 20, 1966 (32 F.R. 6025).
(d) The Director of Technical Infor-

mation, ODDR&E, who is the Functional
Manager for Technical Data Systems
(see DoD Instruction 5010.13, "Technical
Data and Standardization Management,"
dated Dec. 28,1964), wil:

(1) Provide a certified list of firms
qualified to provide machne-azslsted
engineering data services to DoD com-
ponents, contractors, and subcontractors.
This certification shall include:

(W A demonstration of the technical
feasibility of each firm's approach, and
assurance that the distribution and re-
trieval system can adequately serve the
intended purpose; and,

(iI) A review of each firm's mainte-
nance of performance to insure that
the technical adequacy and currency of
the data is maintained at levels sufficient
to sustain a certification.

(2) Assemble and maintain a current
list of such firms.
§ 267.6 Effective date and implenenta-

Zion.

This part Is effective Immediately.
Procedures required to implement this
part shall be published in the Standard-
Ization Manual, 4120.3-M, authorized
under DoD Directive 4120.3, "Defense
Standardization Program," dated April
23, 1965.

AuncM- EW. Rocn,
Director, Corrcsondence and

Directives Division, OASD
(Administration).

[P.R. Doe. 67-5039; I3Ied, Juno 14, 19G7;
8:45 ax]J

Chapter VI-Department of the Navy
SUBCHAPTER B-NAVIGATION

PART 707-DISTINCTIVE LIGHTS
AUTHORIZED FOR SUBMARINES

Display by Submarines
Scope and purpose. Part 707 is

amended to reflect a chance In the ver-

tieal placement of the submarine idn-
tication lizht.

Section 707.1 Is amended by revising
paragraph (c) to read as follows:
§ 707.1 Display of distinctive lights by

submarines.

(c) US. submarines may therefore
display an amber rotating light produc-
ing 90 flashes per minute visible al
around the horizon at a distance of at
least 3 miles, the light to be located not
lezs than 2 feet, and not more than 6
feet, above the masthead light.
(Scr. 1 (art. 13), 30 Stat. S3, ca. 4 (raIe
13(a)), '77 Stat. 203; 33 US..C. 182, 1073(a))

Dated: June 9, 1967.
By direction of the Secretary of the

Navy.
[Isrr R. H. HA=n

Rear Admiral, U.S. Navy Act-
ing Judge Advocate General
of the ZNavj.

[P.P- D z. G7-6751; Fled, June 14. 197;
8:50 a.=.

Title 46-SHIPPING
Chapter III-Coast Guard (Great

Lakes Pilotage), Department of
Transportation

ICGFR 67-391

PART 402-GREAT LAKES PILOTAGE
RULES AND ORDERS

Subpart C-Establishment of Pools by
Voluntary Associations of U.S. Reg-
istered Pilots

Wonnnm Rurms or, L s Por Assocr&-
nioi., Iuc., Ponx Hup-or., M c., A,-
PF.OVED

The Secretary of Transportation has
delegated to the Cornmana, U.S.
Coast Guard, all authorities and respon-
sibiltite In connection with the admin-
istratlon of the Great Lhes Pilotage
Act of 1960 (P.. 86-555, 74 Stat. 259, 46
U.S.C. 216 et seq.), with the exception of
section 5 of the Act (46 U.S.C. 216c), the
authority to establish appropriate rates
and charges for pilotage services in con-
Junction with Canada. The Department
of Transportation Act (P.L. 89-670, 80
Stat. 931-950), subsection 6(a) (4),
transferred the functions, powers, and
duties of the Secretary of Commerce and
other offices and officers under the Great
Lakes Pilotage Act of 1960, as amended,
to the Secretary of Transportation. The
Secretary of Transportation by Depart-
ment of Transportation Order 1100.1,
dated March 31, 1967, 49 CER Part 1
(32 FR. 5606-5610, 49 CFR 1.4(a) (1)),
described the delegations of authority
made by him to provide for the continued
exercise of the functions, powers, and
duties transferred by the Department of
Transportation Act. The Commandant,
U.S. Coast Guard, has assumed responsi-
bilty for the performance of the dele-
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gated functions and administration of
the Great Lakes Pilotage Act of 1960.
The functions of the Administrator,
Great Lakes Pilotage Administration,'
U.S. Department of Commerce, are now
performed by the Commandant (CCS-3),
U.S. Coast Guard, Department of Trans-
portation. The Commandant has as-
signed the primary responsibility for the
administration of these functions, ex-
cept those functions performed pre-
viously by the Coast Guard, to the
Director, Great Lakes Pilotage Staff.
Correspondence formerly directed to the
"Administrator" should be directed to
the "Commandant (CCS-3), U.S. Coast
Guard, Department of Transportation,
Washington, D.C. 20591."

The Commandant, U.S. Coast Guard,
by an order published in the FEDERAL
REGISTER of April 5, 1967 (32 FR. 5611),
announced the continuation of orders,
rules, regulations, policies, procedures,
privileges, waivers, and other actions,
which have been issued, made, granted,
or allowed prior to April 1, 1967, under
the Great Lakes Pilotage Act of 1960,
as amended, as adopted and afrmed
and shall continue in effect according
to their terms until modified, terminated,
repealed, superseded, or set aside by ap-
propriate authority. The rules and regu-
lations in 46 CFR Chapter II1 are con-
tinued in effect, except for the changes
in administration as indicated in this
document. When the study and review of
these rules and regulations are corn-

pleted, the detailed amendatory changes
in names, etc., will be published.

The Working Rules for District No. 2,
amended and adopted by the Lakes Pilot
Association, Inc., Port Huron, Mich., are
hereby approved as of May 15, 1967, and
the amendment to 46 CFR 402.320 (a) (3)
is to announce this action.

By virtue of the authority vested in
me as Commandant, U.S. Coast Guard,
by the Department of Transportation
Order 1100.1, dated March 31, 1967 (49
CFR 1.4(a) (1), 32 F.R. 5606), to promul-
gate regulations in accordance with the
laws cited with the regulations below,
the following amendments are prescribed
and shall be effective upon the date of
publication in the FEDERAL REGISTER or
the date set forth in the regulations:

1. The heading of Chapter III shall be
as set forth above.

2. The authority for Part 402 is
amended to read as follows:

AuTHorrr: The provisions of this Part
402 issued under sec. 4, 74 Stat. 260, sec.
6(a) (4). 80 Stat. 936; 46 U.S.C. 216b; Depart-
ment of Transportation Order 1100.1, Mar. 31,
1967, 49 CPR 1.4(a) (1), 32 Pa, 5606.

3. Section 402.320(a) (3) is amended
to read as follows:
§ 402.320 Working rules.

(a) * * *
(3) The Working Rules for District

No. 2, amended and adopted by the Lakes
Pilot Association, Inc., Port Huron, Mich.,
approved as of May 15, 1967.

Dated: June 12,1967.
W. J. SMITH,

Admiral, U.S. Coast Guard,
Commandant.

[P.R. Doc. 67-6739; Filed, June 14, 1087;
8:49 am.]

Title 45-PUBLIC WELFARE
Chapter VIII-Civil Service

Commission

PART 801-VOTING RIGHTS
PROGRAM

Appendix A; Mississippi
Appendix A to Part 801 Is amended as

set out below to show, under the heading
"Dates, Times, and Places for Filing,"
one additional place for filing in Missis-
sippi:

Mxssxssmn

County; place for fling, beginning date,
* * * * *

Issaquena; Mayersville--traller at Post Oflice;
June 15, 1967.

(Sees. 7 and 9 of the Voting Rights Act of
1965; P1,. 89-110).

UNITED STATES CIVIL SERV-
IcE COMMISSION,

[SEAL] DAVID F. WILLIAMS,
Director, Bureau o1

Management Services.
[P.R. Doc. 87-6788; Piled, June 14, 1967;

8:50 a.m.)
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Proposed Rule Making
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Consumer and Marketing Service

[ 7 CFR Part 1034 1
[Docket No. AO 175-A25]

MILK IN DAYTON-SPRINGFIELD,
OHIO, MARKETING AREA

Notice of Recommended Decision and
Opportunity To File Written Excep-
tions on Proposed Amendments to
Tentative Marketing Agreement
and to Order
Pursuant to the provisions of the Ag-

ricultural Marketing Agreement Act of
1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601 et seq.),
and the applicable rules of practice and
procedure governing the formulation of
marketing agreements and marketing
orders (7 CFR Part 900), notice Is hereby-
giveA of the filing with the Hearing Clerk
of this recommended decision with re-
spect to proposed amendments to the
tentative marketing agreement and or-
der regulating the handling of milk in
the Dayton-Springfield, Ohio, marketing
area.

Interested parties may file written ex-
ceptions to this decision with the Hear-
ing Clerk, U.S. Department of Agricul-
ture, Washington, D.C. 20250, by the
15th day after publication of this de-
cision in the FEDERAL REGISTER. The ex-
ceptions should be filed in quadruplicate.
All written submissions made pursuant to
this notice will be made available for
public inspection at the office of the
Hearing Clerk during regular business
hours (7 CER 1.27(b)).

Preliminary statement. The hearing on
the record of which the proposed amend-
ments, as hereinafter set forth, to the
tentative marketing agreement and to
the order as amended, were formulated,
was conducted at Dayton-Springfield,
Ohio, on January 10-12, 1967, pursuant
to notice thereof which was issued
December 14, 1966 (31 F.R. 16204).

The material issues on the record of
the hearing relate to:

1. Equivalent prices;
2. Expanding the marketing area;
3. Milk to be priced and pooled;
4. Classification and allocation;
5. Class prices and location differen-

tials; and
6. Revising and reissuing the entire

order (to apply to the "liami Valley,
Ohio marketing area") and incorporat-
ing a number of other clarifying and
conforming changes in the administra-
tive provisions of the order.

Separate consideration was given in an
earlier decision issued on February 15,
1967 (32 FR. 3064) to Issue No. 1
"Equivalent Prices" and an "equivalent
prices" provision was made effective in
the DaYton-Springfield order on Feb-

ruary 28, 1967. and Is included also in
the order which Is part of this decUison.

Findings and conclusions. The follow-
ing findings and conclusions on the ma-
terial Issues are based on evidence pre-
sented at the hearing and the record
thereof:

2. Basis for an expanded marT:eting
area. The order for the current Dayton-
Springfield, Ohio, market should be ex-
panded to include all territory geo-
graphically within the seven-county area
of Champaign, Clark, Clinton (except the
townships of Clark, Green, Jefferson, and
Washington), Greene, Miami, Mont-
gomery, and Preble, Ohio. The expanded
marketing area would be renamed as
the "Miami Valley, Ohio, marketing
area". The enlarged marketing area
should include all reservations, Installa-
tions, institutions, or other similar es-
tablishments therein which are occupied
by municipal, State, or Federal authori-
ties. Marketing conditions throughout
such expanded marketing area are such
that the purposes of the Act will be
served by their inclusion under the
regulation.

The handling of milk in the proposed
Miami Valley, Ohio, marketing area Is
in the current of interstate commerce
and directly burdens, obstructs, or af-
fects interstate commerce in milk and
Its products.

There is substantial competition for
route sales of fluid milk products be-
tween persons to be regulated by the
proposed Miami Valley order and han-
dlers under other orders. Distribution is
made in the proposed marketing area by
handlers regulated under the North-
western Ohio, Greater Cincinnati, Indl-
anapolls, Northeastern Ohio, and Colum-
bus orders. These marketing areas in-
clude territories in the States of Michi-
gan, Indiana, Kentucky, and Ohio. Milk
used for fluid milk and milk products
under each of the latter orders Is in the
current of, or burdens or affects inter-
state commerce in milk or Its products.

One handler presently regulated under
the Dayton-Springfield order distributes
packaged sterilized cream products in the
proposed area which are purchased from
a firm in California. Moreover, fluid milk
products distributed by persons not under
regulation at present are in direct com-
petition in the fluid trade within the pro-
posed marketing area with milk bottled
and distributed by handlers from the
Dayton-Springfield market and the
above markets.

Dayton-Springfield handlers receive
their producer supplies of milk from
farms located in Indiana and Ohio which
milk Is commingled in most plants serv-
ing the proposed area. Substantial
amounts of producer milk in excess of
regulated handlers' fluid milk require.
ments also are regularly moved to the
principal cooperative's plant in Dayton

for manufacture into nonfat dry milk
which Is disposed of in a market of na-
tional scope.

A primary purpose of a Federal order
is to asure orderly marketing conditions
for milk producers. Pursuant to statu-
tory authority this is accomplished by
establishing minimum uniform prices to
be paid by handlers according to the use
made of milk received, and a uniform
basis for distributing returns to the pro-
ducers for their milk.

Not all milk distributed in the proposed
expanded area is under a classified price
plan which insures uniformity of pric-
ing for persons smilarly situated. In the
ca" of unre-ulated milk, prices to pro-
ducers presently reflect the particular
bargaining situation of individual pro-
ducers, or groups of producers, and the
perzons to whom they sell. Generally, the
unregulated distributors distributing
millk therein pay their dairy farmers a
price equivalent to, or slightly higher
than, the Dayton-Springfield blend price.
These prices are not closely related to
the use made of the milk since practi-
cally all the milk of the unregulated dis-
tributors is in Class L Other handlers in
the market, however, must pay- minimum
Class I prices as determined under the
Dayton-Springfield or some other Fed-
eral order.

The order included herein for the ex-
panded marketing area will tend to ef-
fectuate the declared policy of the Act
by assisting in the Lstablishment and
maintenance of orderly marketing con-
ditions, and thus provide the basis for
Insuring an adequate and dependable
supply of milk for consumers, as further
d1sc=-ed below. The principal measures
to be employed for this purpose are:

(1) The determination of minimum
prices to producers delivering to han-
dlers at levels contemplated under the
Agricultural Marketing Agreement Act
of 1937, as amended;

(2) The establishment of uniform
pricing to all handlers for milk received
from producers according to a classified
pricing plan based upon the utilization
made of the milk;

(3) An impartial audit of handlers'
records of receipts and utilization to in-
sure uniform prices for -il purchased;

(4) Assurance of accurate weights and
tests of the milk of all producers;

(5) Provision for payment of uniform
prices to producers supplying the market
based upon an equitable sharing by all
producers of both the higher reurns
from Class I milk and the lower returns
from the sale of reserve milk; and

(6) Publication of information on milk
receipts and sales and other data relat-
ing to milk marketing in the area.

The present Dayton-Sprinzfield, Ohio,
marketing area consists of the cities of
Dayton, Oakwood, and Springfield and
II specified towonships in Clark, Greene,
and Montgomery Counties, Ohio.
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The major cooperative association in
the market proposed extending the mar-
keting area to include the 11 counties
of Auglaize, Champaign, Clark, Darke,
Greene, Logan, Mercer, Miami, Mont-
gomery, Preble, and Shelby, Ohio. Four
of the presently regulated handlers sup-
ported the producers' proposal and pro-
posed also the inclusion of the counties
of Clinton, Highland, and Ross, Ohio.

Proponent cooperative stated that its
proposal to expand the marketing area
is designed to include practically the
entire sales area of presently regulated
Dayton-Springfield hand 1 e r s. They
pointed out that such handlers' distribu-
tion routes now extend into all of the
proposed counties and are not limited
to the cities and townships in the pres-
ent Dayton-Springfield marketing area.
Since the establishment of the present
marketing area in 1945, a substantial
population growth has occurred in cer-
tain of these outlying areas and han-
dlers' routes have followed this growth,

The association proposed inclusion of
the 11 counties for the further purpose
of assuring regulation under the Miami
Valley order of the bulk of its members'
milk and in the interest of uniform pric-
Ing among producers throughout the
area. The association stated that in pur-
suit of these objectives Its bottling plant
located within the proposed marketing
area at Greenville in Darke County (ap-
proximately 37 miles from Dayton),
should be regulated under the Miami
Valley order rather than under the In-
dianapolis order as at present in order
that producers at that plant may receive
a minimum uniform price comparable to
that In the Dayton-Springfield milkshed
where supplies for such plant are
produced.

Unregulated distributors with plants
at Bellefontaine, Minster, Sidney, Hills-
bore, and Chillicothe, a cooperative as-
soclation at Cincinnati, and a handler
regulated under the Tri-State order were
opposed to certain of the proposals for
expansion. A handler located at Yellow
Springs, Ohio (Greene County), re-
quested exemption from regulation for
raw milk bottled on his farm in the event
of expansion of the regulation so as to
cover his operation.

The two distributors at Sidney and
Minster testified in opposition to expan-
sion of the marketing area in any
manner which would regulate their op-
erations. They stated their belief that
they would be unable to continue in busi-
ness if required to pay class prices and
make the necessary reports to the mar-
ket administrator. They asserted that
stable marketing conditions presently
prevail in their area that supplies are
adequate, and that their dairy farmers
are satisfied with present pricing policy.
In his brief, a Bellefontaine distributor
proposed exclusion of Logan, Mercer, and
Miami Counties from the marketing
area. He supported the position taken by
the other two distributors and contended
that their supplies of milk could be
jeopardized if the area were so expanded.
Certain dairy farmers at these plants
supported the position of their dis-
tributors.

The seven-county area of Champaign,
Clark, Clinton (except the townships of
Clark, Green, Jefferson, and Washing-
ton), Greene; Miami, Montgomery, and
Preble, Ohio, which is herein proposed as
the Miami Valley marketing area, repre-
sents the principal sales area of the
handlers now regulated by the Dayton-
Springfield order. They distribute, in the
aggregate, over 77 percent of the milk
sold for fluid consumption in this area.

The marketing area should be defined
mainly on the basis of county rather than
city or township lines because much of
the population is outside the several
sizable cities located within such seven-
county area. The 1966 population for the
area adopted was about 1.1 million as
compared to a population of about
600,000 for the present Dayton-Spring-
field marketing area. The sanitary re-
quirements of the State of Ohio, which
are patterned after the U.S. Public
Health Ordinance and Code, now apply to
milk for human consumption throughout
both the present and the expanded mar-
keting areas.

The proposed area, which extends out
from Dayton and Springfield, is located
in between the marketing areas of the
Columbus, Ohio, order on the east, the
Greater Cincinnati order on the south,
and the Indianapolis order on the west.
Handlers from all these markets dis-
tribute fluid milk products in the pro-
posed Miami Valley marketing area but
not to the same extent as present
Dayton-Springfield handler or the un-
regulated distributors with Class I sales
in the area.

Montgomery, Greene, and Clark Coun-
ties, which include all the territory within
the present marketing area, are served
primarily by Dayton-Springfield regu-
lated handlers. They distribute about 82
percent of the bottled milk for these
counties. Except for minor sales made by
one unregulated distributor, consisting of
his own production and packaged fluid
milk products purchased from a regu-
lated plant, the remaining sales are made
by handlers regulated under other Fed-
eral orders, including the Indianapolis
regulated distributing plant of the Miami
Valley Cooperative Milk Producers at
Greenville, Ohio.

Class I sales in Champaign, Miami,
and Preble Counties also are made
mainly by handlers under the Dayton-
Springfield order. These counties repre-
sent an area of urban expansion from the
more heavily populated counties of
Montgomery, Greene and Clark. In fact,
over 90 percent of the total population
for the entire area to be regulated is con-
centrated in the four counties of Clark,
Greine, Miami, and Montgomery which
include Dayton and Springfield and their
environs. The Class I distribution of Day-
ton-Springfield handlers represent in
total over one-half of the Class I con-
sumption in these counties. As to the
individual counties, such handlers dis-
tribute about 66 percent of the total fluid
milk sold in Champaign County, 47 per-
cent in Miami County, and 44 percent in
Preble County. While Dayton-Springfield
handlers are, for the most part, the domi-
nant sellers in the three counties, ad-

ditional Class I sales are made In each of
these counties by other regulated
handlers from at least one of the Greater
Cincinnati, Indianapolis, Northeastern
Ohio, Northwestern Ohio, and Columbus,
Ohio, markets.

Class I sales of Dayton-Springfield
handlers and other order handler to-
gether represent more than 72 percent of
total Class I sales in Champaign County,
and 69 percent In Miami County. All
Class I sales In Preble County are by
Dayton-Springfield or Indianapolis han-
dlers.

A handler proposal would add Clinton,
Highland, and Ross Counties to the mar-
keting area. This proposal should be
adopted only with respect to the area in
Clinton County exclusive of the town-
ships of Clark, Green, Jefferson, and
Washington.

Dayton-Springfield h a n d l e r s sup-
ported addition of the three counties on
the basis that they regularly distribute
Class I milk in such counties. It was their
general position that full regulation of
local distributors In such counties, who
are currently "partially regulated" under
the Greater Cincinnati order, would re-
sult in more uniform and stable selling
prices of bottled milk by all persons dis-
tributing milk in such counties. The prin-
cipal cooperative supported this pro-
posal.

Four Dayton-Springfield regulated
handlers distribute 57 percent of the
total fluid milk sales in Clinton County.
One such handier has a distributing
plant at Dayton and a distribution point
and cottage cheese manufacturing plant
at Washington Court House. About 30
percent of the sales for the entire county
are made by Cincinnati regulated han-
dlers.

When the four townships of Clark,
Green, Jefferson, and Washington, In the
southeastern portion of Clinton County,
are excluded, the majority of sales in the
balance of the county Is made by the
Dayton-Springfield handlers and the re-
mainder by Cincinnati regulated han-
dlers. The inclusion of the area In Clinton
County outside the four townships will
contribute to orderly marketing condi-
tions by assuring classified pricing as to
all milk which may be distributed In this
area primarily served by Dayton-Spring-
field handlers.

The seven counties (excluding the
southern four townships of C 1i n t o n
County) discussed above when taken to-
gether form a contiguous area in which
handlers who would be regulated by the
order handle about 80 percent of the
total Class I sales. Most of the remaining
sales are made from plants regulated by
other Federal orders. Expansion of the
marketing area to Include the seven
counties is necessary to assure Dayton.
Springfield handlers that as to their prl-
mary areas of distribution, presently
unregulated competitors will not be af-
forded significant price advantage In the
purchase of milk for fluid sale. Orderly
marketing will be promoted through
application of classified pricing.

It is therefore concluded that the ex-
panded area should Include Champaign,
Clark, Clinton (excluding the previously
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named townships) Greene, liami, lont-
gomery, and Preble Counties.

Two local distributors, located at Hills-
boro (Highland County) and Chillicothe
(Ross County) presented opposition tes-
timony on Clinton, Highland, and Ross
Counties. As to Clinton County they par-
ticularly opposed inclusion of the four
above-named-townships. They requested
that if such areas were to be included,
the hearing be reopened to consider also
the addition of Adams and Brown Coun-
ties which are an important part of their
sales areas. There were no proposals for
the addition of the latter counties before
this hearing, however.

The Hillsboro and Chillicothe distribu-
tos opposed inclusion of Highland and
Ross Counties on the following grounds:

1. The substantial quantities of milk
they distribute in other unregulated
areas (Adams and Brown Counties) are
in competition with milk of an unregu-
lated distributor there and with milk of
other order handlers.

2. They are not a part of the Dayton-
Springfield "market system" since, un-
like most Dayton-Springfield handlers,
they do not, and are not situated so as to
rely on the Dayton cooperative to take
unneeded reserve supplies of milk or to
furnish them with supplemental supplies.

3. Very few dairy farmers in the sup-
ply area for these distributors ship to
Dayton-Springfield handlers but rather
are identified with the Columbus, Tri-
State, and Cincinnati markets.

4. Highland and Ross Counties are
rural with low population density, and
are at some distance from the main cen-
ters of the proposed Miami Valley mar-
ket.

5. Class I sales by Dayton-Spring-
field handlers represent far less than a
majority of the sales made in these coun-
ties. It was contended that surveys of
Dayton-Springfield handler sales in the
two counties introduced into the record
by proponent handlers tend to overstate
such sales because the data used to in-
dicate total consumption in this rural
area reflected consumption studies in
urban areas of characteristically higher
per capita consumption than rural coun-
ties

6. These counties should remain as a
buffer zone between the Columbus, Tri-
State, Greater Cincinnati, and Dayton-
Springfield markets.

A representative of a cooperative asso-
ciation in the Greater Cincinnati mar-
ket also opposed the addition of Clinton
and Highland Counties and a regulated
handler under the Tri-State order op-
posed the addition of Ross County. From
a survey of distributor brands of fluid
milk products in stores in selected cities
and towns in Clinton and Highland
Counties, the Cincinnati representative
estimated that about 63 percent of the
sales in the two counties were made by
Cincinnati regulated handlers, 16 per-
cent by Dayton-Springfield regulated
handlers, and 16 percent by unregulated
distributors. It was his conclusion that
with Cincinnati handlers representing
such a large percentage of sales in these
counties, orderly marketing would not be

best served by their inclusion in the
Mliami Valley marketing area.

The Tri-State handler proposed that
If Highland and Ross Counties were
added to the proposed Miami Valley mar-
ket, consideration should be given to
withdrawing Scioto and Pike Counties
from the Tr-State marketing area and
including such counties together with
Adams County in the Miami Valley mar-
keting area because of the close relation-
ship between Highland and Ros Coun-
ties and such other areas.

Proponent handlers for expanding
the area to include Highland and Ross
Counties claimed to distribute in total
about 34 and 41 percent, respectively, of
the Class I sales in such counties. The
Hillsboro distributor estimated, on the
other hand, that as to Highland Coun-
ty, Dayton-Springfleld handlers distrib-
ute only 23 percent of the total Class I
sales. The Chillicothe and Hillsboro dis-
tributors stated their distribution as
ubout 44 percent of the total Class I
sales in Highland County compared to a
figure of 37 percent submitted by pro-
ponent handlers. In Highland County,
sales also are made by two handlers un-
der the Columbus, Ohio, order and by
three handlers under the Greater Cin-
cinnati order. Proponent handler esti-
mated further that the local distributors
make 33 percent of the sales in Ros
County. Sales in Ross County are made
also by two handlers under the Colum-
bus, Ohio, order, a handler under the
Greater Cincinnati order, and two han-
dlers under the Tri-State order. Dayton-
Springfield handler distribution repre-
sents substantially less than a majority
of Class I sales in each of Highland and
Ross Counties, and in the aggregate such
sales amount to less than 2 percent of the
total Class I sales of the Dayton-Spring-
field market.

The local distributor at Chillcothe
does not distribute outside Ros County
but bottles some milk for the Hillsboro
distributor and for a distributor at
Georgetown, Ohio. partially owned by
the Hillsboro distributor. The Hillsboro
distributor processes and packages some
milk for the Chillicothe distributor and
for the Georgetown distributor which
milk is sold primarily In unregulated
areas in southern Ohio. The Hillsboro
distributor also packages Class I milk for
a Columbus regulated handler at Wash-
ington Court House.

The sales area of the Hillsboro dlstrlb-
utor extends south into Adams, Brown,
Clark, and Pike Counties, which were not
proposed to be added to the Miami Val-
ley marketing area. This distributor -ells
about 37 percent of his own Class I
sales in Adams and Brown Counties, plus
about 15 percent of the Class I milk of
the Chillicothe distributor. The George-
town distributor who buys his entire sup-
ply of bottled milk from the two local dis-
tributors also makes sales in Adams and
Brown Counties, in Highland County,
and In several townships of Clermont
County (Greater Cincinnati marketing
area). The Columbus handler at Wash-
ington Court House distributes milk in

Fayette (Columbus, Ohio, marketing
area) and Highland Countfes.

The partial regulation of the local
plants at Chillicothe and Hillsboro under
the Greater Cincinnati order at the pres-
ent time Indicates a relationship to that
market at least as strong as that shown
with the present Dayton-Springfield
market. Moreover, the principal sellers in
Highland and Ros Counties also distrib-
ute a substantial portion of their Class I
sales in the unregulated counties of
Adams and Brown not under considera-
tion at this time. In view of these con-
s1derations, the Miami Valley mar.eting
area should not be extended to include
the four named townships in Clinton
County or Highland and Ross Counties
on the basis of this record.

As previously noted, the producer's
proposal would also expand the market-
Ing area to include five less Intensely
populated counties, Auglalze, Darke,
Logan, M11ercer, and Shelby, generally
north and west of the marketing area
herein adopted. In these counties there
are only three cities exceeding a popula-
tion of 10,000, Sidney (Shelby County),
Greenville (Darke County) and Belie-
fontaine (ogan County). Furthermore,
the total population of only one county,
Darke (47,800), exceeds 40,000.

Sales in this five-county area are made
by f0ur unregulated distributors, certain
Dayton-Springfield regulated handlers
and regulated handlers from the Indian-
apolis, Northwestern Ohio, Northeastern
Ohio, Greater Cincinnati, and Columbus,
Ohio, markets. Two of the unregulated
distributors, with relatively low volume
plants at Minster and Sidney, Ohio, dis-
tribute practically their entire Class I
sales within this five-county area. The
unregulated distributor at Bellefontaine
(Logan County) also distributes milk in
at least one of theze counties. A fourth
unregulated distributor from Van Wert
distributes minor volumes of Class I milk
in Auclaize County.

Three Dayton-Springfield handlers
distribute about 32 percent of the total
fluid milk sold in Auglaise County, 37
percent in Darke County, 33 percent in
Logan County, 70 percent in Mercer
County and 46 percent in Shelby County.
The principal Dayton-Springfield han-
dler in this area distributes milk from a
plant at New Bremen (Auglatze County).
In the aggregate Dayton-Springfield rez-
ulated handlers distribute about 10 per-
cent of their total Class I milk volume in
this area.

A principal distributor in four of these
counties is the cooperative's Indianap-
ols regulated Greenville plant which
distributes about 47 percent of the total
Class I milk sold in Darke County, 11
Percent in Augalze, 9 percent in Miercer
County, 4 percent in Shelby County and
2 percent in Logan. The Greenville dis-
tributing plant is located in Darrke Coun-
ty near the Ohio-Indian State
boundary. About 85 percent of the nin
handled by the Greenville plant is for
fluid milk products. A large proportion
of Its Class I sale- are made to a grocery
chain which moves the mnilk to a distri-
bution center in the Indianapolis mar-
keting area, most of which is distributed
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thmugh Its sbores in eastern Indiana.
The Indianapolis Clas I price Is subject
to a minus 13-cent location adjustment
A the Greenville location.

Tke cooperative, In proposing expan-
slon of the marketing area, stressed the
Importance of achieving uniformity of
prielig throughout the area it proposed.
ifundamental to achieving reasonable
uniformity of pricing in these five coun-
ties, however, Is the regulation of the
cooperative's Greenville distributing
plant under the expanded Miami Valley
order rather than under the Indianap-
olis order. However, this record gives no
asurance that even if these five coun-
ties were included such plant would be-
come subject to regulation under the
Miami Valley order on the customary
criterion of making greater sales in the
Miami Valley marketing area than in
the Indianapolis marketing area.

The average of Class I prices for 1965-
66 at the Greenville distributing plant
was about 25 cents less than the ap-
plicable price for Dayton-Springfield
handlers. We see no purpose in including
these counties unless there is opportu-
nity to achieve greater price uniformity
than currently prevails. It seems un-
likely that this could be accomplished
without regulating the Greenville plant,
a major distributor in these counties,
under this order. Under present circum-
stances this would require making the
Greenville plant a "captive" plant under
this order.

There were no problems presented
which would Justify such action. Com-
petitive problems in selling milk in the
five counties were not stressed by pro-
ponent or by any other handler and the
record shows no appreciable adverse ef-
feot on producer returns. Rather, the
cooperative stressed mainly that inter-
nal administrative and operational prob-
lems of the cooperative involving its
Greenville and Dayton plants could be
minimized if both plants were under a
single regulation.

In view of the above considerations
It is therefore concluded that the pro-
posed inclusion of Auglaize, Darke,
Logan, Mercer, and Shelby Counties
should be denied.

Although some of the route disposition
of handlers to be regulated will extend
beyond the boundaries of the counties
proposed for regulation, it Is neither
practical nor reasonable to stretch the
regulated area to cover all areas where
a handler has or might develop some
route disposition. Nor is It necessary to
do so to accomplish effective regulation
under the order. The marketing area
herein proposed is a practicable one in
that It will encompass the great bulk of
the fluid milk sales of handlers to be
regulated.

All producer milk received at regulated
plants must be made subject to classified
pricing under the order, however, re-
gardless of whether it is disposed of
within or outside the marketing area.
Otherwise the effect of the order would
be nullified and the orderly marketing
process would be jeopardized.

If only a pool handler's "in-area" sales
were subject to classification, pricing and
pooling, a regulated handler with Class I
sales both inside and outside the market-
ing area could assign any value he chose
to his outside sales. He thereby could re-
duce the average cost of all his Class I
milk below that of other regulated han-
dlers having all, or substantially all, of
their Class I sales within the marketing
area.

Unless all milk of such a handler were
fully regulated under the order, he in
effect would not be subject to effective
price regulation. The absence of effective
classification, pricing and pooling of such
milk would disrupt orderly marketing
conditions within the regulated market-
ing area and could lead to a complete
breakdown of the order. If a pool handler
were free to value a portion of his milk
at any price he chooses, it would be im-
possible to enforce uniform prices to all
fully regulated handlers or a uniform
basis of payment to the producers who
supply the market. It is essential, there-
fore, that the order price all the producer
milk received at a pool plant regardless
of the point of disposition.

In the course of operation of the order
the question could arise as to whether
territory within the boundaries of the
designated marketing areas which is oc-
cupied by Government (municipal, State,
or Federal) reservations, Installations,
institutions, or other establishments is
considered to be within the marketing
area. In order that there will be no doubt
as to the scope of the marketing area,
the definition states that the marketing
area shall include any territory wholly
or partly therein which is occupied by
Government (municipal, State, or Fed-
eral) reservations, installations, Institu-
tions, or other establishments.

3. Milk to be priced and pooled. In
general terms, milk produced in com-
pliance with the Grade A inspection re-
quirements of a duly constituted health
authority which is received regularly at
plants primarily engaged in processing
milk for distribution on retail or whole-
sale routes in the marketing area, or at
plants which are regular and substan-
tial suppliers of milk to such processing
plants, should be made subject to pricing
and pooling.

The following principal definitions in-
cluded in the attached order serve to
Identify the specific types of milk and
milk products to be subject to full regula-
tion, and those persons and facilities
involved with the handling of such milk
and milk products, Definitions relating
to handling and facilities are: "Route
disposition", "distributing plant", "sup-
ply plant", "pool plant", and "nonpool
plant". Definitions of persons include:
"Producer", "handler", and "producer-
handler". Definitions relating to milk
and milk products are: "Producer milk",
"fluid milk products", and "other source
milk". The application of certain of these
definitions is discussed in detail. Other
definitions used are deemed to be self-
explanatory.

Pool plants. It is essential to the oper-
ation of the order to distinguish between
those plants substantially engaged in

serving the fluid needs of the regulated
market and those plants which are not.

It is particularly important to estab-
lish minimum performance standards
for plants which serve the market in
a way, or to a degree, that they should
be included in the market pool which
provides the means of paying uniform
returns to all producers on the market.
This is one of the essential means of
assuring the market of adequate and de-
pendable supplies of milk. Otherwise
the proceeds of the higher Class I price
for milk sold in the fluid market would
be dissipated on milk acquired by han-
dlers primarily for manufacturing pur-
poses and not go to the primary pur-
pose of assuring an adequate and de-
pendable sup7ply for the fluid market.

The marketing performance standards
also serve to minimize the effects of reg-
ulation on handlers who have only a
minor proportion of their distribution
in the regulated market. As described
elsewhere, such handlers would be made
subject to partial regulation. Neverthe-
less, any plant, wherever located, may
qualify as a pool plant if it meets the
marketing performance standards for
regulation. These standards are similar
for all plants similarly circumstanced.

Pool distributing plant. Because of the
difference in marketing practices and
functions between distributing plants
and supply plants, separate performance
standards for pooling are provided.

To qualify as a pool plant, a distrbut-
Ig plant would be required to meet per-
formance standards as to both the pro-
portion of its supply used in fluid dis-
position and its disposition In the market-
ing area. Thus, pool distributing plants
would include only those plants primar-
ily engaged in route distribution of fluid
milk products. The plant's total route
distribution both inside and outside the
marketing area should be at least 50 per-
cent of Its receipts of Grade A milk from
dairy farmers, from other plants, and
from cooperatives as handlers during the
month. As to route disposition in the
marketing area it should be at least 15
percent of the plant's total route dis-
position in all markets.

The principal cooperative proposed a
somewhat different basis for pooling. It
proposed that a distributing plant's
Class I total route sales should amount
to at least 50 percent of Its dairy farm
receipts during each month April
through July and to at least 60 percent
of such receipts during each month
August through March. The main sup-
port for this proposal was a statistical
table showing that, with the exception
of one plant regulated by the present
Dayton-Springfield order, all currently
regulated plants reasonably could meet
such proposed minimum performance
requirements.

A handler proposal, one of three al-
ternatives suggested, would modify the
producers' method for pooling a distrib-
uting plant by permitting any such plant
which has disposed of at least 50 per-
cent of its receipts as route disposition
in the marketing area for the months of
August through April, to be automati-
cally qualified for pooling May through
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July. A second alternative would dis-
tinguish the separate parts of any pool
distributinmg plant which processes
Grade A milk and also has a Grade B
manufacturing operation so as to regu-
late, as a pool plant, only that portion
where Grade A milk may bdproessed.
As a third alternative basis for pooling,
this handler proposed combining the
receipts and Class I utilization for dis-
tributing plants when two are operated
in the market by the same handler, thus
permitting determination of pooling
status on the basis of the combined per-
formance of the plants in meeting the
minimum total utilization requirement.

These proposals were designed as
alternative methods of assisting a pool
distributing plant to receive milk from
handlers and other nonproducer sources
for manufacturing without jeopardiz-
ing its pool plant status.

Proponent handler operates two Day-
ton-Springfield regulated distributing
plants, located at Dayton and New
Bremen. The New Bremen plant re-
ceives about 12 percent of its total
Class I sales in gallon and 10-quart
dispenser units from its Dayton plant
while the New Bremen plant supplies
the Dayton plant with cottage cheese
and related products. Proponent rea-
soned that a handler with plants pres-
ently in the market should not be forced
by the order to reduce efficiency by hav-
ing to divide operations so as to modify
the total Class I percentage at each plant
simply in order to meet the minimum
performance standards on an individ-
ual plant basis.

The proposal to permit automatic pool-
ing of distributing plants in certain
months should be adopted subject to
certain modifications. A distributing
plant to qualify for automatic pooling
during the months of March through
July should be required to meet the 50
percent route disposition requirement
for distributing plants during the preced-
ing months of August through Febru-
ary. In addition, a distributing plant
electing automatic pooling status during
any of the months of March through
July would be required to have route
disposition of not less than 40 percent
of its total receipts each month. Further,
this type of distributing plant should be
required to meet the minimum percent-
age of in-area route sales for each
month. The additional requirement that
a distributing plant make route disposi-
tion during each of the mohths of March
through July would assure that the oper-
ation of the plant is primarily for the
distribution of fluid milk products. The
adoption of these requirements should
promote the efficient handling of milk on
the market by all handlers.

Proponent's two other alternative pro-
posals for assuring pool plant status for
its two distributing plants should not
be adopted. The proposal to qualify dis-
tributing plants operated by the same
handler on the basis of combined per-
formance will not tend to insure that the
pool is adequately protected from any
dissipation of its funds by plants and
dairy farmers not associated with this

market. The alternative automatic pool-
ing requirement provided herein for pool-
ing distributing plants should permit
continued pool distributing plant status
for both plants of this handler. Thus, It
is not readily apparent that the proposed
system pooling of distributing plants
would assure only necezzary supplies of
milk are asoclted with this market as
effectively as the modification of the pro-
posed automatic pooling requirements
for distributing plant, as herein adopted.

The other alternative proposal, ie., to
separate the Grade A and Grade B op-
erations of the plant, is not necessry
to meet proponent's situation or any
other situation indicated on the record.
The need for such separation Is avoided
by considering only receipts directly from
Grade A producers and reeapts, from any
cooperative as a handler, as a base for
determining the percentage of route dlis-
position to receipts necez-ay for qual-
ification as a pool distributing plant
Thus, all ungraded milk and mill- re-
ceived from other order handlers would
be considered as other source milk.

These minimum pooling standards for
a distributing plant are very imilar to
comparable provisions in orders for the
nearby competing markets and will fa-
cilitate coordination in the marketing of
milk from the same general supply areas.

The principal purpose of a minimum
requirement on in-area distribution for
pooling eligibility Is to assure that the
distributing plant Is as-soclated with the
market in a significant and regular man-
ner since the producers at pool plants
are eligible to share in the monthly Class
I proceeds of the market. Under the
Dayton-Springfield order a distributing
plant becomes reMlated on the basis of
any distribution within the marketing
area. It is concluded, however, in con-
sideration of the marketing area defined,
that route disposition in the marketing
area of 15 percent or more of the plant's
total Class I route dispoition will pro-
vide an appropriate measure of a plant's
association with the market

A distribution plant having more than
85 percent of its Class I route disposition
outside the marketing area should not be
considered substantially astoclated with
this local fluid market and therefore
should not be subJect to full reurlation.
Full regulation in this circumstance is
not necesary to achieve the ends of the
regulation in this market.

The performance standards for pool-
Ing would not restrict any milk plant
operator from disposing of any fluid mlk
product in the marketing area. Virtually
any plant having more than minor, or
accidental, acsociation with the fluldmilk
market could be eligible for pooling. On
the other hand, the operator of any plant
only marginally associated with the fluid
milk market has reasonable opportunity
to make a choice of full or partial regula-
tion, whichever might b2tter, cerve his
interest.

Limited quantities (as provided in the
attached order) of Clas I milk may be
sold within the regulated marketing area
from plants not under any Federal order.
There Is, of course, no way to treat such
unregulated milk uniformly with reu-

lated milk other than to regulate it fully.
Neverthelezs, it Is concluded that in pres-
ent circumstances the application of
"partial" regulation to plants having
less assoclation than required for mar-
ket7wide pool in (as later discussed) will
not jeopardize marketing conditions
VwIthin the regulated marketing area.
Ofcll notice was taken at the hearing
of the June 19, 19 4 decision (29 P-R.
9002) supporting amendments to several
orders, including the Dayton-Springield
order, In which the matter of prtial
regulation w- dixsuzed.

The operator of any partially regulated
plant would be afforded the options of:
(1) Paying an amount equal to the dif-
ference between the Cla-s I price and
the uniform price with respect to all
Class I sales made in the marketing area;
(2) purchasing at the C I price un-
der any Federal order vfficient as I
milk to cover his limited disposition with-
in the marketing area; or (3) paying his
dairy farmers not les than the value of
all their milk computed on the b-asis of
the classification and pricing provLfons
of the order (the latter representing an
amount equal to the order obligation for
milk which Is impoZed on fully regulated
handlers).

Whie all fluid milk sales of the par-
tially reaulated plant are not necezzrily
priced on the same basis as fully regu-
lated milk, the provisions described are,
however, adequate under most circum-
stances to prevent sales of mill not fully
regula)ted (pooled) from adversely af-
fecting operation of the order and the
fully regulated milk They should be
adopted in this order to complement the
pooling requirements on fully re-ulated
plants adopted herein.

Pool supply plant A supply plant
should be pooled in any month in which
at least 50 percent of its receipts of Grade
A milk from dairy farmers at such plant
during the month is shipped as fluid mil
products to pool distributing plants or is
dispozd of as route disposition within
the marketing area from such plant dur-
ing the month.

This basis of determining the pool
plant status of a supply-type plant will
provide reasonable assurance that only
a supply plant which is clearly associated
with this market rather than some other
market will be subject to full regulation
under this order.

A supply plant from which a lesser pro-
portion of milk I- received at pool dis-
tributing plants should not be considered
as primarily associated with this mar-
het and therefore should not be fully
regulated. On the other hand the higher
percentage (65) proposed by producers
is not necezzay to Insure a sufficient
supply of milk for the market. At the
preent time, the market is mostly sup-
piled with direct-shipped milk There are
no re guar supplies which come from
country supply plants. This market
should be in a position to procure its
needs if the mininum performance re-
quirements are sixalla, to those in other
nearby regulated markets. A minimum
percentage of 50 will place all such mar-
hets on substantially equal terms in this
regard.

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 32, NO. 115--THUlSDAY, JUNE 15, 1967
No. 115---4

R595



PROPOSED RULE MAKING

A supply plant which meets the 50 per-
cent shipping standard during each of
the months of August through March
should be designated as a pool plant for
the succeeding months of April through
July (unless a written request for non-
pool status is submitted to the market
administrator) even though in such
months such minimum shipping per-
centage is not met.

As previously stated, distributing plant
operators in this market do not rely upon
supply plants to any great extent since
in most cases direct shipments from
farms relatively close to the market are
sufficient to fulfill their fluid needs, and
especially so in the flush production
months. In the circumstances, there is no
apparent reason why the order should be
constructed at this time so as to require
the operator of a supply plant which may
become a pool plant to make shipments
of nilk to pool distributing plants during
the flush production months in order to
maintain pool plant status, Such ship-
ments might well be made at needless ex-
pense. A supply plant meeting the regu-
lar shipping requirements for pooling in
each of the short production months of
August through March would demon-
strate its association with the market.

The definition of supply plant should
accommodate the efficient operation of a
cooperative's "balancing" or "supply
equalization" plant. The major coopera-
tive operates a supply equalization plant
which assists it in providing proprietary
handlers with whom it has selling ar-
rangements for member milk the precise
amounts of milk which such handlers re-
quire and in disposing of quantities
which the latter do not require. Han-
dlers' needs vary widely during the week,
with supply requirements increasing on
heavy bottling days and diminishing to
little or no milk needs on other days,
such as weekends, when no milk is
bottled.

While the supply equalization plant is
an integral part of the entire supply ar-
rangement for this market, its receipts
and shipments fluctuate in such a man-
ner that It likely could not meet the nor-
mal minimum shipment requirements
for a supply-type plant. The operation of
such plant in this market, however, as-
sists all producers in realizing the best
possible utilization of milk.

Because of Its important function such
plant should be qualified for pooling.
Since producer milk received at this
plant represents, however, a relatively
small portion of the total supply of the
cooperative, the cooperative should have
opportunity to qualify milk at such plant
for pooling on the basis of the coopera-
tive's total function of supplying han-
dlers with milk. Because of the preemi-
nence in this market of the bulk tank
delivery method (primarily under the
auspices of the cooperative) as the most
efficient method of furnishing the pri-
mary needs of handlers, such direct-ship
milk should count toward the qualifica-
tion of the supply equalization plant.

Thus, if a cooperative furnishes to
proprietary handlers under the order 50
percent or more of its total member milk
either by direct delivery from farms or

through its supply equalization plant, It
should have the same opportunity of
pooling the producer milk received at
such plant as a regular supply plant
which qualifies receipts by meeting the
minimum shipping standard, even
though a substantial portion of the milk
received at the supply equalization plant
is not actually delivered to other han-
dlers during any given month. Such milk
should be recognized as part of the total
producer milk supply of the market.

Provision has been made where a coop-
erative equalization plant may elect non-
pool plant status at any time that it
does not meet the minimum shipping re-
quirements for a pool supply plant. Ob-
viously, a request for nonpool status
would be made only under circumstances
where the plant has acquired substan-
tial Class I sales in another market. The
order should not permit an association to
pool its entire reserve milk supply in
this manner, however, unless all the
Class I sales associated with such re-
serves are also included in the market
pool. Accordingly, provision is made that
should an association elect nonpool plant
status under this order for its supply
equalization plant in any month, such
plant should be designated a nonpool
plant for each of the succeeding 11
months in which it did not qualify as a
pbol supply plant under the regular
shipping requirements of 50 percent of
receipts from Grade A dairy farmers.

A particular distributing or supply
plant may meet the pooling requirements
of more than one Federal order. Gen-
erally speaking, when the pooling re-
quirements of two orders are met the
plant is regulated only under the order
for the marketing area In which the
greater volume of Class I sales are made
from the plant. It is possible, however,
that a distributing plant may have vir-
tually the same volume of distribution
in each of the two regulated markets,
and with very minor changes in the pro-
portions distributed in the two markets,
the plant could be shifted from one reg-
ulation to the other on a month-to-
month basis. This occurrence would not
be in the interest of orderly marketing
of producer milk.

It is concluded, therefore, that the gen-
eral basis for regulatory treatment in
such situations as provided in the current
Dayton-Springfield order be adopted
with certain modifications. A pool dis-
tributing plant which also meets the
pooling requirements under another or-
der would be pooled under this order if
during the current month (1) it meets
the pooling requirements, and (2) a
greater volume of its fluid milk products
is disposed of in the marketing area
in the current month and for each of the
three months immediately preceding.

Further, a supply plant which meets
the pooling requirements under this or-
der, as well as those of another order,
would be exempt from this order un-
less the plant elects nonpool status under
the other order. This will assure that
any supply plant which may associate
some milk with this pool will be regulated
under this order only if it maintains a
continuing association with the market.

This Is particularly important in view of
automatic pooling privileges provided for
certain months under nearby orders.

In both circumstances, the handler
would be required to file receipts and use
reports with respect to the plant and
permit verification thereof by the mar-
ket administrator, even though It may
otherwise be exempt from this order.

The "nonpool plant" definition as
presently included in the Dayton-
Springfield order should be expanded to
include a "partially-regulated distrlbut-
Ing plant" and an "unregulated supply
plant." Presently this definition Includes
an "other order plant" and a "producer-
handler plant." Other findings with re-
spect to such plants are included in
another section of this decision. This
term will facilitate reference to specific
types of nonpool plants elsewhere in the
order. The term applies to any milk
manufacturing, processing, or distribut-
ing plant which is not a pool plant dur-
ing the month.

The order also should contain a defini-
tion of "route disposition" to assist in the
identification of those plants which are
to be subject to regulation. "Route dis-
position" therefore Is defined as any de-
livery of a fluid milk product classified
as Class I to retail or wholesale outlets
other than a pool plant or nonpool plant.
Pickup by a vendor at a plant store or
plant dock and sales through vending
machines would be considered as route
disposition from the plant where the milk
was processed and packaged. This would
apply also to fluid milk products custom-
packaged for another handler. In addi-
tion, as to fluid milk products moved
from a milk plant to a handler's distri-
bution point, the distribution beyond
any such point also would be considered
as route disposition from the plant where
packaged.

Definitions ol persons. The term "han-
dler" should be defined to include any
person who operates a distributing plant
or a supply plant. It also should include
any cooperative association with respect
to producer milk which it causes to be
delivered by bulk tank to other handlers
or which It diverts In accordance with
terms set forth in the "producer milk"
definition discussed elsewhere in these
findings. A "producer-handler," and any
person operating a nonpool plant cate-
gorized as a "partially regulated distrib-
uting plant" or an "other order plant,"
should be designated as a "handler"
also.

Such a definition Is necessary to desig-
nate those persons who must report the
sources and the utilization of their
Grade A milk supply, the handling of
which (except In the case of a producer-
handler) Is to be regulated either par-
tially or fully, and who are responsible
for paying for milk in accordance with
the terms of the order. This definition
expands that of the present Dayton-
Springfield order to designate persons
operating certain categories of nonpool
plants and to define the responsibility of
cooperatives as to certain of their han-
dling activities.

Milk for which a cooperative associa-
tion is the responsible handler but which
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is not delivered to another handler's
pool plant remains the responsibility of
the association in all respects-classlft-
cation, accounting, and payment. Such
milk could be that diverted for the ac-
count of the association, or shrinkage (in
this instance the loss of volume between
farm and plant) of farm bulk tank -ilk
on which the basis of settlement with the
pool plant operator was not at the farm
weights and butterfat tests.

A producer-handler should be defined
as any person who operates a dairy farm
and a distributing plant and who receives
fluid milk products only as milk from
his own-farm production or from sources
where priced as Class I under a Federal
order. This definition conforms in princi-
ple to the definitions of producer-han-
dler under other Federal orders. Pro-
ducer-handlers are essentially exempt
from regulation except for making re-
ports to determine their status.

A producer-handler, as distinguished
from a pool handler who would be fully
regulated, distributes to retail or whole-
sale outlets milk which is mostly from
his own-farm production. A pool han-
dler, on the other hand, markets milk
received from producers or from other
pool plants. The producer-handler main-
tains control of his milk from its source
at the farm until its ultimate disposition.

He is, therefore, generally in a position
to adjust his farm production closely to
the needs of his fluid milk business and,
in turn, assumes himself the burden of
maintaining the reserve supply of milk
associated with his fluid milk operations.
When an individual operates a dairy
farm and a fluid milk business in such
manner, it has not been necessary to re-
quire him to account for milk produced
on his own farm at a particular mini-
mum price.

The situation in this market makes It
appropriate that the producer-handler's
exemption from pooling and pricing be
contingent upon his meeting certain con-
ditions. Such requirements are necessary
to assure that his sale of iails will not
have a disruptive effect on the orderly
marketing of producer milk in the regu-
lated market.

The definition, therefore, should
clearly set forth the limits on the sources
from which a person may receive milk
and still retain producer-handler status.
A producer-handler sometimes may need
supplemental milk supplies to meet daily
and seasonal changes in the demand for
fluid milk. The terms adopted provide
that then fluid milk supply of a producer-
handler must be limited to his own-farm
production and to receipts of fluid milk
products priced as Class I milk under
some Federal order which do not exceed
2,500 pounds per month. This will in-
sure that the exempt producer-handier
will be responsible for his own surplus
but will permit the purchase of reason-
able quantities of fluid milk products
(approximately 40 quarts per day) to
supplement his own production.

The definition should indicate clearly
that such a person may not receive fluid
milk products from nonregulated plants
if he is to qualify for exempt status as a

producer-handler. Milk in fluid form
transferred to a producer-handler from
any regulated plant is classified as Class
. It follows that any supplemental milk

so purchased by a producer-handler will
not represent a lower-priced source of
supply as might be the case if he were
permitted to purchase from unregulated
nonpool plants and still retain his exempt
status.

It is intended, therefore, that the ex-
emption from pricing and pooling of
such operations be limited to thoZe who
are primarily dependent on milk of their
own production and assume the risk in-
volved in the plant operation. The order
consequently should provide, as :riterla
of producer-handler status, that the
maintenance, care, and management of
the dairy animals and other resources
necessary to produce milk and the proc-
essing and packaging of the milk handled
shall be the personal enterpres of the
producer-handler and shall be conducted
at his personal risk. Also, since he enjoys
full benefit from his own sale of milk in
fluid form (Class I) and does not share
such sale with other producers, he should
not be considered as a producer on bulk
milk delivered to other handlers which
he does not need for his own bottling
needs, i.e., he should not be eligible to
share in the Clazs I sales of other pro-
ducers also.

To permit verification of a producer-
handler's continuing status and to facill-
tate accounting with respect to the re-
ceipts from pool handlers the order also
provides that each producer-handler
shall make reports in such manner as
the market administrator shall require.

Although there are a number of gov-
ernmental agencies (Federal) in this
area which receive fluid milk products
from handlers, the record Is not clear
whether such agencies have facilities to
produce and process fluid milk product
for use only on such premlzes or to other
governmental agencies. Generally milk
produced and sold by a governmental
agency would be primarily for purpazes
within the agency. No useful purpoze in
effective order regulation for the market
would be served by regulation of such an
operation and could be disruptive to the
purposes of the dairy operation of such
an agency. Therefore, It is concluded
that, If one of these agencies does op-
erate milk production and proceIng
facilities, it should be exKempt from regu-
lation under this order. This is effected
by specific exemption of governmental
agencies from all provisions of the order.

The terms "producer" and "producer
milk" should be modified from the defini-
tion presently included in the Dayton-
Springfield order to incorporate nece-
sary changes brought about primarily by
the expansion of the marketing area to
be regulated.

A "producer" should be defined as any
person except a producer-hander or a
governmental agency, who produces, In
compliance with the Grade A Inspec-
tion requirements of a duly constituted
health authority, milk which is received
at a pool plant or diverted under specified
conditions as discuszed below. This deft-

nition is not intended to include, how-
ever, any person with respect to milk
which Is fully subject to the class pricing
and producer payment provisions of an-
other Federal order.

The term "producer milk" should in-
cude all milk produced by persons quali-
fying as producers which is received at
poolplants, or under specified conditions,
diverted to nonpool plants. Diversion of
producer milk to a nonpool plant by a
handler (cooperative or proprietary)
should be limited to not more than tw,7o-
thirds of the days of delivery from a pro-
ducer's farm during the months of April
through July, and not more than one-
third of the delivery days durinz the
months of August through March. Di-
vernions of producer milk by handlers
among pool plants should be permitted
at any time.

Under current order provisions., di-
versions of producer milk to nonpool
plants are not limited during the months
of April through July. During the
months of August through march diver-
sions are limited to not more than one-
third of the days of delivery. For pricing
purpozez, diverted producer milk is
deemed to have been received at the pool
plant of customary receipt.

Producers proposed tat only a coop-
erative association b3 eligible to divert
producer milk during the months of
August through march. They stated that
this would help assure the maximum
Clam I use of producer milk and foster
the activities of the association as mar-
keting agent for its member producers.
Also, they proposed that handlers be per-
mitted to divert milk to nonpool plants
during the months of April through
July but not for more than two-thirds
of the days of delivery from a producer's
farm in each month.

The regulation should accommodate as
much as possible the eff[lent handling of
any necessary market surplus, since the
day-to-day market requirements vary
widely. The diversion privile_-e, herein
adopted, should promote efficiency in the
mareting of milk not needed at pool
plants for fluid milk requirements.

Beca ue there are nonpool plants lo-
cated in the Miami Valley production
area, It Is po ible for excess milk to be
moved directly from the farm to a non-
pool plant for proce-sing instead of be-
ing received at a pool plant and then
transferred to a nonpool plant. Diver-
sons may occur seasonally during the
flush production months or to accommo-
dnte unneeded milk during holiday pe-
riods or on weekends. Therefore, speci-
fled diversions of producer milk from
pool plants to nonpool plants should be
permitted, with the milk retained in the
pool if the handler, including an azo-
clation of producers, accepts the repo:n-
sibillty of accounting for such nik as
producer milk at order prices.

The provision, however, should not
be so constructed as to encourage an ex-
cezz-ve volume of milk to associate vith
the pool without need for fluid use. This
objective can be achieved during the
months of August through march when
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supplies are lowest seasonally, by limit-
ing diversions. Such diversions to non-
pool plants are necessary only to assure
the orderly handling of unneeded week-
end or holiday supplies.

At least one proprietary handler as-
sumes responsibility for handling the
reserve milk at his plant during such
periods. Consequently, both proprietary
handlers and cooperatives should have
opportunity to divert on equal terms. The
present provision which permits diver-
sion of producers on not more than one-
third of the days of delivery during such
months should accommodate such sup-
plies of milk and should be continued in
the expanded order.

The months of April through July are
the months of relatively high seasonal
production and It is desirable that both
proprietary handlers and cooperatives be
permitted a greater opportunity to divert
than in the fall months. Although this
decision institutes limits on diversions
in these months as compared to the
present unlimited diversion, such limits
should permit orderly disposition of the
seasonal surplus. Diversions of producers
to nonpool plants on not more than
two-thirds of the day of delivery during
these months should be permitted.

Producer milk should include that
milk of a dairy farmer diverted within
the prescribed limits for each month
and milk received at a pool plant. In the
event a producer's milk is diverted more
than the prescribed number of days,
only that milk overdiverted should be
considered as nonproducer milk and ex-
cluded from the pool.

Diverted milk when moved to a non-
pool plant should be priced at the loca-
tion of such plant. Producer's proposal
would price at the location of the nonpool
plant ny milk diverted to such a plant
which is located at a greater distance
from Dayton than the pool plant where
normally received. It was their position
that within 70 miles of Dayton there Are
adequate manufacturing facilities to
handle all diverted milk.

Since there are a number of nonpool
plants located within 70 miles of Dayton
(the Miami Valley production area), in
addition to the cooperative's balancing
plant which serves as the major outlet
for milk in excess of the fluid milk re-
quirements of the market, there is little
need to divert milk great distances at
the expense of producers generally. In
conjunction with the recommended
handler location differentials which use
multiple basing points located on the
outer perimeter of the marketing area,
pricing of diverted milk at the location of
the nonpool plant in effect adopts the
cooperative's proposal for determining
the point of pricing.

The pricing of diverted milk in such
cases in the above manner should re-
move the incentive for the operator of
a distant plant to meet the pooling re-
quirements for the purpose of associat-
ing excessive quantities of milk with the
market which milk would be intended
for manufacturing use, Otherwise there
would be potential for the distant pro-
ducer to receive the market blend price
when his milk actually was diverted on

a regular basis to a plant distant from
the market for manufacturing use. It
will further insure that pool producers
in general will not subsidize transporta-
tion costs which are not incurred if such
milk remains at the distant plant.

4. Classiftcation and allocation.-(a)
Classification of milk. Producer milk re-
ceived by handlers should be classified In
two classes according to the form in
which or the purpose for which it is used.
Class I milk should include those forms
of disposition intended for the fluid
market.

The high quality requirements for
consumption in fluid forms, as compared
to manufacturing use, are specified pri-
marily in newly revised sanitary regula-
tions of the State of Ohio. The extra cost
of producing such higher quality milk
and delivering it to market necessitates
that the price for milk used in Class I
be considerably above the manufacturing
milk price. The definition of Class I milk
in the manner described herein provides
the means of returning to producers the
higher price according to the quantity
of milk so used.

Class II milk, on the other hand, in-
cludes utilization for purposes to which
Grade A requirements do not apply. In
such uses milk from producers competes
with ungraded milk from other sources
and for these uses producer milk there-
fore commands only a manufacturing
milk price.

Accordingly, milk and milk products
received by handlers should be classified
on the basis of the form in which, or the
purpose for which, it is used or disposed
of by the handler in substantially the
same manner as under the present Day-
ton-Springfield order. The skim milk
and butterfat therein should be classi-
fied separately since the proportions of
skim milk and butterfat in finished prod-
ucts vary.

Also, milk may be received by handlers
from various sources, including dairy
farmers, other regulated handlers, and
unregulated sources. Milk from all these
sources could be commingled in a han-
dler's plant. Consequently, It is necessary
to havea a plan for allocating the uses of
milk to each of the various sources of
supply in order to establish the appro-
priate classification of producer milk.

Class I milk. The dispositiont included
in Class I milk are those required by
applicable health authorities to be pro-
duced from "Grade A milk". Class I
milk, therefore, should be basically
skim milk and butterfat disposed of by
a handier in the form of fluid milk prod-
ucts as previously defined, with limited
exceptions as described below.

The measurement of the quantity of
Class I disposition of a particular milk
product is normally the actual weight
of the product as it leaves the handler's
plant. In a few instances, however, the
Class I quantity is more, or less, than
such weight. One exception is concen-
trated milk, which is produced by remov-
ing a large portion of the water content
from whole milk. This product Is in-
tended for fluid consumption, and may
be restored by the consumer to the orig-

inal whole milk form by addition of
water. This Is a Class I product for
which the quantity to be accounted
for is the qauntity of milk normally
used to produce It. Standard conver-
sion factors for calculating the original
volume would be applied. Accounting for
such products on the basis of original
volume, Including all the water originally
associated with the milk solids, Is neces-
sary to assure equity among handlers
and to return to producers the full use
value of their milk.

Reconstituted milk or skim milk pre-
sents a similar problem of accounting.
Reconstitution is a process which may be
carried on In a handler's plant by mixing
dry milk solids or condensed milk with
water to produce a product which Is simi-
lar to fluid whole milk or skim milk.
Partial reconstitution may be carried
out by adding milk solids and water to
milk or skim milk. Clas I disposition of
reconstituted milk or skim milk should
be accounted for In a quantity which In-
cludes the volume of water originally as-
sociated In whole milk with the milk
solids used in process of reconstitution.
This is necessary for the same reasons as
in the case of concentrated milk.

Fortified fluid milk products are
another instance in which the weight
disposed of is not precisely the quantity
of Class I disposition to be accounted for.
Fortified fluid milk products are prepared
by the addition of nonfat solids to milk
or skim milk to yield a finished product
of higher than normal nonfat solids.

For proper accounting of the skim
milk Involved the nonfat milk solids
added in fortification should be con-
verted to their skim milk equivalent.
This is necessary to Insure uniformity of
application of the accounting system. It
Is not necessary, however, to price as
Class I all the water originally associated
with the added solids. The addition of
the solids used in fortification cannot be
considered as displacing producer milk
in Class I except to the extent that the
volume of product is Increased. The ad-
dition of solids to make a more desirable
product may In fact increase the sale of
producer milk, and In any event would
not displace producer milk in Class I
beyond the minor Increase In volume
which results.

Therefore, the skim milk to be classi-
fied as Class I milk In such Instances
should be only that contained in an equal
volume of unmodified product of the
same nature and butterfat content, ex-
cluding the dry weight of any nonmilk
additive such as flavoring, etc. The skim
milk equivalent of the nonfat milk solids
not classified as Class I milk should be
classified as Class II milk.

It is necessary that the handler submit
reports suffcient to reconcile all his re-
celpts of milk and dairy products with
thQ disposition from his plant(s). If re-
ceipts and disposition cannot be recon-
ciled from such reports, It Is necessary
that the handler be held responsible for
any unaccounted for receipts or disposi-
tion. If disposition Is less than receipts,
the question arises as to whether there
are dispositions not disclosed on reports.
In order to Insure responsible reporting,
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recordkeeping and equity among han-
dlers, such discrepancy (where disposi-
tion is less than receipts) should be
classified as a Class I quantity, except
for allowable class ii shrinkage as ex-
plained in later findings.

On the other hand, if the total of all
Class I and Class II milk assigned to pro-
ducer milk exceeds the amount of pro-
ducer milk reported received at the pool
plant of a handler, the milk in excess of
such receipts shall be "overage". Any
overage should be assigned first to the
available Class It utilization and any re-
mainder to Class I. The overage in each
class should be paid for by the handler
at the applicable class prices. When
utilization records indicate a disposition
greater than receipts it must be pre-
sumed that the handler failed to report
all of his receipts of producer milk. This
"overage" is thus charged to him at the
applicable class price in the lowest avail-
able class use.

Class II milk. Class I milk would in-
clude all skim milk and butterfat used to
produce any product other than a fluid
milk product. It thus would include milk
used in manufactured products such as
ice cream, ice cream mix, frozen desserts,
cottage cheese, evaporated and con-
densed milk, nonfat dry milk and butter
and cheese as well as others in nonfluid
form.

Under the present Dayton-Springfield
order cultured sour cream mjxes and
packaged-sterilized cream are included as
fluid milk products in Class I A handler
proposed the reclassification to Class It of
such products because Grade A quality
ingredients are not required in process-
ing. Similar products not made from
Grade A milk, and products using vege-
table fat, are sold in the market. A Class
Il classification should be adopted for
sour cream mixtures unless labeled as a
Grade A product and for sterilized cream
in hermetically sealed metal or glass con-
tainers.

Besides manufactured dairy products,
which compose the bulk of Class I use,
Class II milk also would include shrink-
age within certain limits, disposal in
fluid form for livestock feed, skim milk
dumped, and fluid milk products in bulk
held in inventory at the end of the
month.

Butterfat and skim milk should be con-
sidered disposed of when used to produce
Class 31 products. Thus, handlers must
maintain production records to establish
use in Class IE.

Shrinkage. In the course of normal re-
ceiving, processing, and packaging of
fluid milk products, some loss, or "shrink-
age", of skim milk and butterfat is ex-
perienced. Since shrihkage represents
disappearance of milk for which no re-
turn is realized, it should be considered
as Class II milk to the extent that the
amount is reasonable and is not the result
of incomplete or faulty records. In order
to assure complete accounting, however,
the handler must establish the quantity
of actual loss of skim milk and butterfat.

The maximum shrinkage allowance in
Class II at each plantshould be 2.5 per-
cent of milk from producers (less trans-
fers of milk in bulk to other pool plants),

plus 1.5 percent of milk transferred In
bulk to other pool plants, plus 1 percent
of milk received In bulk tank lots from
other plants or from a cooperative as-
sociation which elect to be the handler
for such milk. However, if the handler
operating the pool plant which received
bulk tank milk through a cooperative
association files notice with the market
administrator that he is purchasing such
milk on the basis of farm weights the
applicable percentage should be 2.5 per-
cent on such milk. The provision of 2.5
percent shrinkage allowance for the en-
tire receiving and procesing operation is
in the present Dayton-Springfield order
and there was no suggestion for revising
this maximum allowance.

The lower shrinkage allowance of
1 percent of milk received by bulk tank
truck from a cooperative handler recog-
nizes that part of the shrinkage occurs
prior to receipt at the plant. Milk col-
lected at the farm in bulk tank trucks is
measured at the farm. Some loss nor-
mally occurs during the transfer opera-
tion between the farm tank and the
plant.

To provide equitable application of
shrinkage provisions to all handlers who
may have various types of operations and
sources of milk receipts, the rate of 1 per-
cent shrinkage allowance should apply
to all plant receipts in bulk, whether
from other pool plants, unregulated
plants or a cooperative assoclation act-
ing as a bulk tank handler. The only
exception to this would be in the case of
receipts of other source milk for which
Class I utilization is requested. In the
latter case, since the entire receipt is
for Class 3I use, there is no need to es-
tablissh a limit of shrinkage that may
be classified as Class IL

In computing a handler's total shrink-
age allowance, 1 percent of fluid milk
products disposed of in bulk tank lots to
plants of other handlers by transfer
should be deducted. This is necessary to
carry out the present order provision of
allowing 1.5 percent for the receiving and
handling operations on such transfers.
The second plant would be allowed, as
stated previously, 1 percent on the trans-
fer of fluid milk products.

The allowance of 1 percent of milk
transferred in bulk tank truck from
farm to plant would apply also in the
case of milk diverted by tank truck. An
exception would be made In both in-
stances if the plant operator to whom
the milk is diverted purchases the mllk
on the basis of farm weights and tests.

The order contemplates that handlers
will report on an individual plant basis,
showing the receipts and utilization at
each plant. Shrinkage should be ac-
counted for in each plant separately so
that a handler having more than one
plant may not offset overage in one plant
against shrinkage in his other plant.

If such handler transfers fluid milk
products between his two plants, the
amount of shrinkage or overage at either
plant would be affected by the accuracy
in accounting for the quantity of sim
milk and butterfat transferred. The
same care should be exercised as to ac-
curacy of accounting for milk trans-

ferred between plants of the same
handler as In the case of transfers be-
tween plants of different handlers.

To assure an equitable assignment of
total suinLage, it should be prorated to
(1) those categories of receipts on which
the above described limits apply, and
(2) other receipts in fluid form to which
specifle shrinkage limits do not apply.

Inrentoric. The order should provide
that inventory of fluid milk products on
hand at the end of the month should be
clrIfed as Class IX milk if in bulk, and
Class I if packaged, pending poz-ible
reclassification In the following month.

Handlers have inventories of milk and
milk products at the beginning and end
of each month which must enter into the
accounting for receipts and utilization at
the plant. The accounting procedure can
be facilitated by providing that Inven-
tories of bulk fluid milk products on
hand at the end of the month be classi-
fled as Class II mllk-

In the following month Inventories in
bulk would be subtracted, under the allo-
cation procedure, from any available
Class II milk. Any excess over available
Class II nilk should be subtracted from
Class I milk. The higher-use value as
Class I thus indicated should be reflected
in returns to producers In that month.
This would be at the rate of the differ-
ence beteen the Class It price in the
first month and the Class I price In the
second month.

Fluid milk products on hand In pak-
aged form at the end of the month
should be classified as Class I milk. This
cln-sifcation conforms with the ultimate
utilization of most of the packaged fluid
milk products in inventory. This results
In fewer adjustments in classification
and handlers' obligations thAn if classi-
fied In Class Il as In the case of bulk
milk.

To insure that all handlers pay the
current month's Class I mil price for
fluid milk disposed of during the month,
it Is provided that, if the Clas I mflk-
price increases over the previous month,
the handler will be charged the differ-
ence between the Class I milk price for
the current month and the Class I milk
price for the preceding month on the
quantity of ending inventory assigned to
Class I milk in the preceding month.
Likewise, if the Class I milk price de-
creases, the handler will receive a cor-
rLspondlng credit.

The allocation section of the order
should provide that inventory of such
packaged fluid milk products on hand at
the beginning of the month be sub-
tracted from Class I milk utilization im-
mediately after the allocation of shrink-
age and packaged fluid milk products
from other orders and before mkilng the
other assignments therein provided.

Since the disposition of skim milk and
butterfat In nonfluld milk products has
been accounted for as Class II use when
used to produce a manufactured dairy
product, such qkim milk and butterfat
should not be included in Inventory.

Inventories of fluid milk products and
Class I products on hand at the begin-
ning of the first month in which this
order becomes effective or during any

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 32, NO. 115-THURSDAY, JUNE 15, 1967

8599



PROPOSED RULE MAKING

month in which a plant becomes regu-
lated for the first time should be allo-
cated to any available Class IE utiliza-
tion of the plant during the month. This
procedure will preserve the priority of
assignment to current receipts of pro-
ducer milk and to current Class I utiliza-
tion of the plant.

One handler objected to the potential
inflation of Class I milk from the initial
classification of ending inventories of
packaged fluid milk products in Class I
for the purpose of computing the "Class I
utilization percentage" for the supply-
demand adjustment.

The computation of the monthly Class
I utilization percentage for the supply-
demand adjustments which include Class
I sales for the month following the effec-
tive date of the amended order should
be modified to offset the effect the
changeover to include monthly ending
inventories of packaged fluid milk prod-
ucts in Class I.

The classification of packaged fluid
milk products in inventory in Class I
is not intended to have any significant
effect on the "Class I utilization per-
centage." Accordingly, it should be pro-
vided that monthly ending inventories
of packaged fluid milk products for the
first month this amended order is effec-
tive, should be deducted from the ag-
gregate pounds of producer milk in Class
I milk in computing the utilization per-
centage for each of the third, fourth, and
fifth month, respectively, after this
amended order is first made effective.

The maximum adjustment which
would have occurred during the period
from January 1966, through November
1966, would have been a reduction of
453,000 pounds in aggregate Class I sales.
Such an adjustment, computed for each
month for the period from May 1966,
through January 1967, resulted in no
change in the current utilization for such
months. Since monthly ending inven-
tories for the market change from
month-to-month, there is no fixed vol-
ume of Class I sales that can be used
to adjust the aggregate pounds of pro-
duced milk in Class I milk used to com-
pute the supply-demand adjustor.

It is therefore concluded that the order
language should provide for such an
adjustment to eliminate any significant
effect on the resulting supply-demand
adjustment. After the fifth month, the
adjustment is not required for this pur-
pose.

Proof of class use. Except for the quan-
tities of Class II shrinkage provided for
in the order, all skim milk and butter-
fat for which a handier cannot establish
utilization must be classified as Class I
milk. This provision is necessary to re-
move any advantage that might accrue
to handlers who fail to keep complete
and accurate records. The burden of
proof should be on the handler to estab-
lish the ultization of any milk as being
other than Class I milk.

Transfers and diversions. Milk trans-
ferred from a pool plant to another plant
should be classified In accordance with
specific rules.

The rules of classification herein pro-
vided would apply to transfers to other
pool plants or to nonpool plants, and
to milk diverted from the farm to non-
pool plants or to pool plants of other
handlers.

Fluid milk products transferred or di-
verted from a pool distributing or sup-
ply plant to the pool distributing plant
of another handier should be classified
as Class I milk unless utilization as Class
II milk is claimed by both handlers on
reports submitted for the month to the
market administrator. However, sufficient
Class II utilization must be available
at the transferee plant for such assign-
ment to Class II after allocation of re-
ceipts of unregulated milk, other order
milk, inventory and shrinkage. Similarly,
sufficient Class I milk must be present
in the transferee plant to cover Class I
classification of the transferred milk.

If the shipping plant receives, during
the month, other source milk of the type
to which a surplus value applies (such as
nonfat dry milk) the skim milk and but-
terfat in fluid milk products transferred
should be classified so as to allocate the
least possible Class I utilization to such
other source milk. Also, if the shipping
handier receives other source milk from
an unregulated supply plant or an other
order plant, the transferred quantities,
up to the total of such other source re-
ceipts, should not be Class I to a greater
extent than would be applicable to a like
quantity of such other source milk re-
ceived at the transferee plant. These
rules are necessary to provide the same
kind of classification for transferred
fluid milk products as lor utilization
within a pool plant.

Fluid milk products transferred or
diverted from a pool distributing plant
to a pool supply plant should be classi-
fied first as Class II milk to the extent
Class II utilization is available at the
pool supply plant. Such movements of
milk generally would be made for the
purpose of manufacturing milk, which is
in excess of the bottling requirementi of
the distributing plant, into Class II prod-
ucts. Also, this would deter the move-
ment of milk solely for the purpose of
qualifying for additional location
credits.

Fluid milk products transferred or
diverted in bulk to a nonpool plant (not
an other order plant or producer-hander
plant) should be classified as Class I milk
unless the handier claims Class II classi-
fication and specified conditions are
met: (1) The operator of the nonpool
plant should maintain adequate books
and records showing utilization of all
skim milk and butterfat received at the
plant; and (2) if requested the operator
should make these books and records
available to the market administrator
for purposes of verifying such receipts
and utilization. Verification by the mar-
ket administrator is necessary to insure
proper application of the classification
procedures of the order.

If the above conditions are met, classi-
fication of the transferred or diverted
milk would be made In accordance with
the following procedure:

Receipts of packaged fluid milk prod-
ucts at the nonpool plant from pool
plants or other order plants would be first
assigned to Class I in the nonpool plant.
Then, if the nonpool plant makes any
Class I route disposition In this market-
ing area, this Class I should be assigned
first to fluid milk products transferred
from pool plants, then pro rata to re-
ceipts from other order plants, and
finally to reeeipts from dairy farmers
who the market administrator deter-
mines constitute the regular source of
Grade A milk for the nonpool plant, If
the nonpool plant makes any Class I
disposition on routes in the marketing
area of another Federal order, this
should be assigned first to fluid milk
products transferred or diverted from
plants fully regulated by that order, then
pro rata to fluid milk products received
from plants regulated by this and all
other Federal orders, and thereafter to
the nonpool plant's regular Grade A
dairy farmer supply as determined by the
market administrator.

Any Class I utilization remaining in
the nonpool plant after the above as-
signment should be assigned first to the
plant's regular Grade A dairy farmer
supply and then pro rata to unassigned
receipts from plants regulated by this
order and other orders.

After the preceding assignments are
made at the nonpool plant, any remain-
ing receipts of bulk fluid milk products
from pool plants should be classified in
sequence starting with Class II milk If
the shipping handler requested classlfi-
cation under this procedure.

This method for classifying transfers
and diversions of milk to nonpool plants
provides equitable treatment for milk
of order handlers as well as other order
handlers in the classification of milk.
Further, It gives priority to dairy farmers
directly supplying a nonpool plant with
respect to sales outside regulated areas.
The proposed method of classification at
the same time allows orderly disposition
of reserve supplies of milk which cannot
economically be handled at pool plants.

The present Dayton-Springfield order
contains a transfer rule which requires
fluid milk products (except bulk cream)
to be classified as Class I milk If moved
beyond 100 miles from Dayton or Spring-
field, Ohio. This provision was adopted
a number of years ago primarily to
simplify verification procedure on the
presumption that under the then exist-
ing conditions any milk moved on resale
more than 100 miles from the market
logically would be utilized for fluid con-
sumption in view of the transportation
cost involved.

Such transfer rule does not comport
well, however, with the diversion rule
adopted herein under which diverted
milk is priced at the location of the plant
to which diverted. At the present time
handlers distribute virtually all their
fluid milk products in Class I within a
hundred-mile radius of Dayton, in fact,
primarily within the proposed Miami
Valley marketing area. Any such prod-
ucts sold beyond such distance are very
likely to be disposed of In another reg-
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ulated market where verification of use
is readily made.
I On the other hand, milk may move
from farms to market from greater dis-
tances under today's conditions. In the
event producer milk had to be diverted
for manufacturing use, possibly caused
by unforeseen circumstances not under
control of the producers or handlers
involved, to plants beyond 100 miles, the
present provision would not accommo-
date such movements. It is concluded
that the present mileage rule would not
promote orderly marketing under the
terms of the revised order.

The order also provides for transfers
of fluid milk products to other order
plants. The classification of such milk
is covered in the following findings with
respect to allocation.
(b) Allocation. The value of producer

milk is established on the basis of its
classification and the class prices. Since
handlers also may receive milk from
sources other than producers, the order
must provide a method of assignment to
classes of receipts from all sources during
the month.

The system of allocating a handler's
receipts to the two classes is virtually
the same as that adopted in the decisions
of the Assistant Secretary issued June
19, 1964, for 76 milk orders, including the
Dayton-Springfield order.1 These deci-
sions were designed to integrate into the
regulatory plan of each of the affected
Federal orders milk which is not subject
to classified pricing under any order, and
also to apply the regulatory plan of each
of the orders to milk received from plants
regulated under another order.

The producers' proposal recognized the
necessity for interorder coordination
and contained allocation provisions
identical to those contained in the afore-
mentioned decisions. Inasmuch as those
decisions set forth the standards for
dealing with unregulated milk under
Federal orders generally, it is necessary
that the general system of allocation
under this order be the same. Also, the
treatment of other order milk should
be the same as the plan included in those
decisions so as to have a coordinated
system of regulations on movements of
milk among Federal order markets.

Milk received at regulated plants from
unregulated plants. When unregulated
milk eligible for distribution in the
market in fluid form is received by a
regulated handler at his pool plant, pro-
vision must be made for its allocation
to the total available classification of
the pool plant, and for providing an
appropriate rate of payment to the
producer-settlement fund on any such
milk allocated to Class I.

The order should provide that fluid
milk products moved from an unregu-
lated plant to a pool plant be classified
as Class IE milk if so reported by the
operator of the regulated plant.

Milk may be purchased by a pool plant
operator from an unregulated plant

SOfficlal notice was taken at the hearing
of the decision (29 FJ. 9002) In. which Is
included the amendment affecting the
Dayton-Springfield milk order.

either for use in his manufacturing opar-
ation or in connection with his Class I
requirements. When the purchase is for
manufacturing, the order should accom-
modate this by providing that such milk
be allocated to the lowest price class
utilization in the pool plant.

This treatment of unregulated milk
received at pool plants will further serve
to accommodate unregulated plants
which have surplus milk but do not have
manufacturing facilities, since It will
make available as an outlet the manu-
facturing facilities of pool plants without
involving the unregulated plant In the
regulation. When, however, manufactur-
ing utilization in a regulated plant is
insufficient for the assignment of all
fluid milk products from unregulated
plants to the agreed manufacturing use,
the remainder, of course, must be
allocated to Class L

Other categories of milk receipts ,a,-
signed first to Class II use (down al-
located) should Include receipts from
producer-handlers, receipts from gov-
ernmental agencies exempt from regu-
lation, receipts without Grade A certifi-
cation, and reconstituted milk The rea-
sons for such assignment are explained
in subsequent findings on these specific
types of receipts.

With respect to the general category
of unregulated plant milk (other than
from producer-handlers or governmental
agencies) received at a pool plant, the
order should provide that (within limits)
such unregulated milk n bulk, which is
not specifically designated for manufac-
turing use, be classified pro rata with
regulated milk in the pool plant.

Classification of bulk milk cannot be
determined on the bsis of its Inherent
characteristics as either Class I (I.e., in
bottles) or as surplus (Le., as in manu-
factured products) but rather Its clas-
sification must depend upon its utiliza-
tion by the handler who receives It. Un-
less the regulated handler accepts, the
milk for Class II use, a method as de-
scribed herein must be provided for as-
signing the unregulated bulk milk to
classes of use. By assigning it pro rata
with regulated milk (within limits), its
indeterminate character as Class I or II
will be recognized up to the limit pro-
vided.

A limit must be placed on the amount
of unregulated milk which may share
full classification with regulated milk-
The receipt of unregulated milk in a
regulated handler's operation is always a
source of danger to the regulatory plan.
Handlers often obtain unregulated mill:
because it is a cheaper source of supply
than regulated milk. Unless some limita-
tion is placed on the volume of unregu-
lated milk that may be prorated, a han-
dler with a supply of regulated milk ade-
quate for his Class I requirements could
acquire cheaper unregulated milk to
increase his manufacturing uses. This
milk would share in Class I utilization
while an equal volume of regulated milk
would be assigned to the expanded sur-
plus use. This would impair the effec-
tiveness of the regulation.

The limit placed on the amount of un-
regulated milk to be assigned pro rata

with regulated milk is such that when,
as a rezult of proration or assignment
as much as 20 percent of all regulated
milk in the handler's plants is assigned
to Class , all additional unregulated
milk will then be azsigned to Class II.
A rezerve of milk for fluid requirements
on a marketwide basis more or less than
20 percent of all handlers' receipts may
be required, depending upon seasonal
and other considerations.

An individual handler associated with
a regulated fluid market (whose main
purpose is to furnish Class I Milk to the
market) will not need unregulated milk
for the purpose of maintaining an ade-
quate supply to service Class I sales in
amounts which will Increase his reserve
above 20 percent of his total zss.ipts in
any given month. Even though a. situa-
tion could conceivably arise where be-
cause of the disruption of normal sup-
plies, a handler receives milk from
unre3ulated sources in excess of the
quantities that may be prorated, the
attainment of effective regulation never-
theless requires the Imposition of this
limit.

It is provided that in asAgning unreg-
ulated bulk milk for purposes of classifi-
cation, the overall utilization of the han-
dler at all of his plants regulated under
the order1I (rather than the utilization at
a single plant) should be used. This is
necessary for the same reasons, set forth
later n this decision, which apply to re-
ceipts of milk from plants regulated by
other orders.

Payment at the difference between the
Class I and uniform Prices should be
made by the receiving handler into the
producer-settlement fund on the portion
of unrelulated milk which is assigned to
Class I through proration. During the
months of April through July and Sep-
tember through December a seasonal in-
centive plan of pricing is In effect. For
the purpose of computing a rate of pay-
ment on unregulated milk during these
months, a weighted average price must
be computed in a manner Identical with
the computation of the uniform price in
other months.

There can be no question that the
Class I price basically should apply to
both regulated and unregulated minl
used In a fully regulated plant as Clas I
milk. To attribute any different valua-
tion on the unregulated milk would auto-
matically result in inequity as compared
with regulated milk similarly utilized.

Although there is no room for doubt as
to the need to attribute a Class I value
for any milk so utilized (the minuend),
the proper credit to be allowed to milk
from unregulated plants is not clear, ie.,
what subtrahend should be used in such
a Payment formula. It may be expected
that in many situations a payment at any
lesser rate than the difference between
the Class I minimum price and the value
of such milk as surplus would give un-
warranted price advantage to unregu-
lated milk over producer milk similarly
utilized.

2 
Such toti utli tion r.ould be subject to

certain prior deductions for receipts -cigned
to the surplus clac:fication vs mentioned in
prior findinau.
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Milk at unregulated plants may be
purchased from dairy farmers on a flat
price basis without regard to use classifi-
cation. Although most of the milk so pur-
chased by the unregulated plant operator
may be intended for local distribution
outside the regulated market, excess milk
supplies on a daily and seasonal basis
will arise as they also do in regulated
plants.

This frequently leaves excess milk at
unregulated plants which is truly surplus
to the normal fluid needs of those plants.
This situation is accentuated at certain
times of the year when there are char-
acteristic seasonal increases in the pro-
duction of milk without corresponding
increases in the demand for milk. If it
were not for the sale in the regulated
market, such milk would have no higher
value to the plant operator than its sur-
plus value.

In such circumstances, the operator of
such an unregulated plant, including the
fringe distributor, has great incentive to
"dump" his surplus milk into the regu-
lated market or its supply system at any
price higher than a surplus price and
thereby obtain a competitive advantage
for such milk over regulated milk. Reg-
ulated handlers cannot similarly convert
otherwise surplus Class II milk into
Class I utilization without accounting to
the producer-settlement fund at the full
difference between these two utilizations,
I.e., they account at Class I rather than
Class Ir. There would then appear to be
substantial justification for the same
rate of charge against milk from unregu-
lated plants obtained and used in similar
circumstances.

Notwithstanding the fact that surplus
milk is obviously available to handlers
from time to time, there is no indication
that they have exploited their opportu-
nities to use such milk. It is concluded,
therefore, in the light of the decision
of the Supreme Court in the Lehigh Val-
ley case, and because of the administra-
tive difficulty in determining whether
particular milk from an unregulated
plant utilized as Class I in this market
actually might have only a surplus value
or cost at source, that the charge should
be limited to the difference between the
Class I price and the market order uni-
form price (weighted average price for
the months of April through July and
September through December), both
adjusted for butterfat content and the
location of the unregulated plant from
which the milk was received.

Although the use of the uniform price
as the subtrahend will not assure com-
plete removal of the minimum price
advantage which may exist for some
milk for the reasons just stated, it never-
theless will serve to minimize this ad-
vantage in such cases. Generally, it
should be an equitable means of provid-
ing a reasonable measure of protection
to the regulatory plan. If subsequent ex-
perience shows that such payment is not
protecting the regulatory plan, then, on
the basis of specific evidence, another
rate of payment or another plan will
need to be devised.

As a means of carrying out the equal-
ization provided by market pooling,

PROPOSED RULE MAKING

regulated handlers are required to p
this minimum uniform price to their own
producers, and in addition, are required
to pay to the producer-settlement fund
the full difference between the Class I
price and such uniform price on all regu-
lated milk classified as Class I because
of Its use as fluid milk. Unregulated milk
similarly used as Class I milk by a reg-
ulated handler likewise should carry a
payment to the producer-settement
fund at least at the same rate as that
required on regulated milk.

If the handler buys regulated milk
at a price in excess of the uniform price,
he receives no credit for this excess pay-
ment in accounting to the producer-
settlement fund. Neither should he re-
ceive credit for any amount paid for
unregulated milk in excess of the uni-
form price. Both the regulated and
unregulated milk, therefore, will be
credited at only the uniform price in
accounting to the producer-settlement
fund.

These payments are not unfair or
burdensome to the dairy farmer supply-
ing the unregulated plant, whose milk Is
used as Class I milk by a federally regu-
lated handler. The allowance of a credit
for milk from unregulated plants used
as Class I by the regulated handler at the
uniform price level will provide oppor-
tunity to the unregulated plant operator
to pay his farmers at least the uniform
price on these Class I sales. The order
cannot, of course, guarantee to the dairy
farmer that his purchaser in fact will
pay this full uniform price to him.

The order must contain provisions of
this kind which adequately serve to re-
late to the total scheme of regulation
that milk received by regulated handlers
which is not subject to full regulation.
Otherwise, the very existence of the
market pool order may establish the con-
dition which makes impractical the at-
tainment of the regulatory objective of
stabilizing the market in the manner
prescribed by the statute. Consequently,
the Secretary must protect, to the ex-
tent consistent with the Act, the regula-
tory plan in any marketing area against
defeat or impairment because of the
introduction into the marketing area of
milk from unregulated sources which is
not subject to full regulation.

In this market only limited quantities
of packaged milk are received at pool
plants from unregulated plants. Never-
theless, a rule for dealing with such situ-
ations must be provided. In the absence
of specific evidence as to the method of
dealing with such receipts, it should be
provided that packaged milk received
from an unregulated plant will be treated
the same as bulk milk.

Producer-handler or governmental
agency surplus, reconstituted milk, non-
Grade A milk. Certain milk by Its very
nature must be treated as surplus when
received at market pool plants regulated
by a Federal order and, therefore, must
be assigned a surplus value. Two such
sources are milk received at a regulated
plant, in either bulk or packaged form,
from a producer-handler (under any
Federal order) or a plant of a govern-

mental agency exempt from regulation.
Another source Is milk produced by the
reconstitution to fluid form of manu-
factured dairy products, such as fluid
skim milk made by the addition of water
to nonfat dry milk. Still another source
is milk of manufacturing grade (non-
Grade A milk) which is not eligible for
disposition for fluid consumption in the
market.

As to milk from these sources a pay-
ment into the producer-settlement fund
at the difference between the Clan I and
surplus prices must be required of the
receiving handler whenever such milk
is allocated to Class I, following "down
allocation" to the extent It can be ab-
sorbed in lower priced uses.

In this order as in most other orders
the producer-handler is exempt from the
pooling and pricing provisions. This ex-
emption is based on the principle that
the roducer-handler assumes the bur-
den of disposing of his milk supplies in
excess of his Class I milk needs. Being
exempt from these provisions of the
order makes It possible for the producer-
handler to retain the full return from his
Class I sales of milk on routes even
though such sales are in competition
with regulated handlers.

Producer-handlers are primarily en-
gaged in the distribution of Clas I milk.
Normally they do not maintain facilities
for processing and manufacturing any
milk produced in excess of the Class I
needs. Because of seasonality of milk
production and for other reasons, pro-
ducer-handlers will produce some milk
in excess of their Clas I needs. The best
available outlets for this surplus milk
usually are to fully regulated plants in
the market. In view of a producer-han-
dler's limited capacity for utilizing excess
supplies of milk, It Is often economically
advantageous for him to dipoe of such
excess at surplus prices to regulated
handlers. Such milk, therefore, would be
available to regulated handlers at surplus
prices. Under these circumstances, It
would not be appropriate to allow the
regulated handler credit from the pro-
ducer-settlement fund at more than a
surplus price for any such purchases,

Inasmuch as a producer-handler's ap-
propriate competitive relationship with
other handlers and with other producers
depends upon the producer-handler as-
suming the burden of his own surplus,
an equitable relationship among the sev-
eral groups would not be achieved if a
producer-handler were allowed to dispose
of his surplus and obtain the uniform
price for such surplus.

As long as the producer-handler has
the advantage of enjoying the full bene-
fit of his own Class I route sales without
sharing them with other producers he
should not also receive Class I benefit
from a market pool at the expense of
producers for any of his milk which he
Is unable to sell in such way. Surplus
milk purchases from producer-handlers,
operating under another order have the
same potential for creating disorderly
marketing conditions as surplus from
producer-handlers operating in the local
market. Therefore, no distinction in
treatment should be provided.

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 32, NO. 115-THURSDAY, JUNE 15, 1967



The order should provide, therefore,
that milk received from producer-
handlers at a pool plant should first be
assigned to Class.11 milk at the pool
plant. If any is then assigned to Class I,
a payment into the producer-settlement
fund at the Class I surplus price differ-
ence should be applied.

Such rate of payment on receipts by
federally regulated handlers of milk
from producer-handlers was ratified by
Congress at the time provisions of the
Agricultural Adjustment Act of 1933, as
amended in 1935, authorizing the issu-
ance of milk orders, were reenacted by
the passage of the Agricultural Market-
ing Agreement Act of 1937. During the
period between August 24,1935, and June
3, 1937, the effective date of the latter
Act, six Federal milk orders were issued
under such Agricultural Adjustment Act.

Two of such milk orders (Greater
Kansas City, Mo., and Fall River, Mass.),
placed in effect during this period, con-
tained provisions requiring handlers who
use bulk milk received from producer-
handlers in other than the lowest priced
classification to pay the difference be-
tween the class use price and the lowest
class (surplus) price for such milk as
part of the handler's total obligation for
milk. Such payment was distributed, to-
gether with the classified value of pro-
ducer milk of the handler, through the
market poolV

Governmental agencies operating bot-
tling plant(s) would be exempt from
regulation under the Miami Valley or-
der. Because of this exemption fluid milk
products received at a pool plant from
such plants which they do not need for
fluid use should be classified as Class UI
milk. Fluid milk products received by
such plants from a pool plant or a co-
operative association in its capacity as a
handler should be Class I milk.

A surplus value likewise is properly as-
signed to reconstituted milk (for in-
stance, the result of combining nonfat
dry milk or condensed milk with water).
The products used in such reconstitu-
tion process are made from milk which
always carries a manufacturing, or sur-
plus value. Producer milk used to pro-
duce such products is priced as surplus.

Since the milk used to produce these
products is originally priced as surplus
milk, payment into the prducer-settle-
ment fund at the difference between the
Class I and surplus price is necessary to
insure competitive equity with producer
milk when reconstituted milk is used in
Class 1. No recognition should be given

37 U.S.C. see. 672, which contains the codi-
fied language of sec. 4 of the Agricultural
Marketing Agreement Act of 1937, as amend-
ed states In paragraph (a) 'Nothing in thLs
Act shall be construed as invalidating an3
marketing agreement, license, or order, oi
any regulation relating to or any provision of
or any act of the Secretary of Agriculture it
connection with any such agreement, Ii.
ceuse or order which has been executed, Is.
sued, approved, or done under sees. 601-608
608a, 603b, 608c, 608d-612, 613, 614-619, 620
623, 624 of this title, but such marketin[
agreements, licenses, orders, regulations, pro.
visions, and acts are expressly ratified, legal.
ized, and confirmed."

PROPOSED RULE MAKING

to procesing costs involved In the manu-
facture of the products derived from un-
regulated milk and used in reconstitution.
since similar costs are incurred in proc-
essing produced milk Into such products.

Nonfat dry milk and condensed milk
also may be added to fluid milk products
to increase the nonfat solids content thus
making so-called "fortified" fluid milk
products. The Incentive for handlers to
use nonfat milk solids to fortify fluid
milk products arises from the SpLcific
demands of consumers. The increased
emphasis on low-fat diets and the high
nutritional value of nonfat solids in rela-
tion to their weight have contributed to
the increased demand for added nonfat
solids in fluid milk products.

Such products are distinguished from
reconstituted products, however, n that
the resulting volume of fluid product Is
not increased appreciably since no water
is added. The essential economic differ-
ence in the use of milk solids for fortifi-
cation of fluid milk products versus their
use for reconstitution Is recognized in the
class use definitions. The class use defi-
initlons, which provide that the fluid
equivalent of the added solids shall be
Class 31 (excepting the minor quantity
of increase in volume of the fortified
product), and the allocation provisions
which would assign the fluid equivalent
of solids used to Class II milk, accomplish
appropriate accounting and result in a
proper obligation against the handler.

Milk of manufacturing grade is not
eligible for fluid (Class I) uses under the
requirements of the health authorities
in the market. In dual-purpose plants,
however, such milk could find Its way
into Class I in the pool plant. The aP-
propriate value which attaches to such
milk Is the surphis price becamuse such
price accurately reflects its value a-s
manufacturing milk only. The manu-
facturing value Is the price which proc-
essors pay for this grade of milk.

Receipts at a market pool plant of
manufacturing grade milk therefore
should be assigned first to use in Class
IL But should any manufacturing grade
milk be assigned to Class L a Payment
into the producer-settlement fund at the
difference between the Clas I and sur-
plus prices likewise would be necessary
to remove the competitive advantage this
milk would have in relation to producer
milk. Health authorities require that the
source of milk eligible for fluid consump-
tion (Grade A milk) must be Identified.
Any receipts from unidentifiable sources
must therefore be treated as Milk of
manufacturing grade.

Receipts from other order plants. The
order should provide for the assignment
to Class I (i.e., to be deducted from gross
Class I milk in the receiving plant) of
98 percent of packaged fluid mill prod-
ucts received from a fully regulated plant

L under another order. The remaining 2
- percent should be assigned to Class IL

The 2 percent may be considered as a
* safeguard against posble "ovefasdign-

ment" of milk to Class I in the originat-
ing market (i.e., the asslgrnent to such
market of a transferred quantity which
is greater, from a practical standpoint,
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than normally can be disposed of as
Class I in the receiving market). Since
It I- re=-onable to expect some route re-
turns will be azociated with intermarket
transfers just as there are in connection
with milk locally processed in the re-
ceiving market, a small allowance of 2
percent for such returns, which must
fall into surplus use, should be included
to avoid such overassignment in Class L

Prior to amendments to orders effec-
tive August 1, 1964, a variety of classi-
fication methods had applied to inter-
market transfer. of bulk milk. Such a
variety of methods could not achieve the
obJective of appropriately integrating
into the respective regulatory schemes,
in a uniform and consistent way,
intermarket shipments of regulated
mill. Following the pattern of such
amendments, "surplus" classification
(Class I[ milk) should apply whenever
the parties involved agree that the ship-
ment is for manufacturing use in the
second market. A higher classification
would result only when it Is found on
verification that some portion of the
milk could not have been used for manu-
facturing uzes. This portion would then
be reclasified as Class L

Interorder shipments of bulk milk
which are not classifed as Class 33 by
agreement should be clarsfied as class
X and Class 1I on the basis of the market-
wide utilization of producer -lk Such
classification should be limited, however,
so that the quantity of milk assigned to
Class IIs not greater than the receiving
handIer has utilized as Class .

The order should not provide for mar-
ketvide proration of mil received from
another order plant when the receiving
handler has a greater proportion of milk
In Class II than the average in the re-
ceiving market. Market7ide proration of
receipts of milk from other markets is
designed to deal primarily wivth milk re-
ceived by a hander who is supplementing
his local supply for Class I use.

Marketvwide proration would tend to
encourage unduly and uneconomicafy
the Importation of milk by a handler with
a higher prop!rtion of milk in Class I
than the market average because it would
as gn a disproportionate share of local
producers' milk to Class IL

The particular classification which is
given to bulk transfers from other orders
will be within the control of the receiv-
in_ handler and there will be no mone-
tary obligation placed on him for this
milk by the receiving market order. In-
asmuch as other Federal orders from
which milk might be received have pro-

isLions corresponding to those herein
adopted, the situation will not arise
where milk transferred would be classi-
fled as Class I in the shipping market
and Class II in this market since the
-ame classification would apply in both
markets.

Assigning the bulk receipts from other
order plants to the handler's system utili-
zation will prevent a handier with more
than one plant from discriminating
Sagains t either his own producers or those
supplying the other Federal order market
by importing milk not serving a bona fide
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need for Class I use. It should be pro-
vided, therefore, that assignments of in-
terorder bulk milk should be made over
all utilization of milk at all the handler's
regulated plants in the receiving mar-
ket. In this order allocation is on a plant-
by-plant basis. Accordingly, provision is
made herein that the allocation of bulk
receipts from other orders at a plant
shall be on a system basis, irrespective of
individual-plant accounting for other
purposes of the order.

Handlers who receive milk from other
orders or from unregulated plants should
be precluded from transferring such milk
to regulated plants of other handlers at
a utilization higher than would have re-
sulted from a direct receipt at the second
plant. Unless the order so provides it
would be possible to use a plant with
high Class I utilization as a conduit for
receiving milk from plants subject to
other orders and avoid the allocation
provisions of the order which apply to
milk received directly from other orders
and from unregulated plants.

In any month in which bulk milk is
received in the market (without agree-
ment as to Class I classification on the
part of the handlers involved in the
transfer) it will be necessary that the ad-
ministrator in the shipping market know
the classification of such milk on or
about the date when handler reports are
due under that order. Since the report-
ing dates under orders are very similar,
it is possible the market administrator
may not have complete information to
compute his exact marketwide utiliza-
tion of producer milk by the time the
classification of a transfer is needed by
the administrator in the shipping mar-
ket.

It is provided, therefore, that, when
necessary, the market administrator will
estimate the marketwide utilization of
producer milk for purposes of determin-
ing the allocation of bulk milk received
from other orders. Such estimate will be
publicly announced to the nearest whole
percentage and, for this purpose, will be
final.

Federal orders generally provide that
the administrator of any order receiving
bulk milk from an other Federal order
will promptly notify the administrator
of the shipping market of the allocation
of such milk so that a compatible clas-
sification on such milk may be applied
under the shipping orders. Information
as to the classification of such milk must
be passed on by the respective adminis-
trators to the handlers involved so that
handlers may know the basis of their
obligation on such milk. This order pro-
vides similarly for such interchange of
information.

Situations may arise where plants sub-
Ject to this and another Federal order
ship milk back and forth during the
same month (i.e., each plant ships milk to
the other plant). If such shipments are
of a similar nature (packaged milk, bulk
milk designated for surplus disposal, or
bulk milk not so designated) only trans-
fers of milk between two plants which are
not offset by an equal quantity of milk
received from the second plant need be
considered. Since the classification of

this milk in the shipping market is based
upon its allocation in the receiving
market, only the net difference in trans-
ferred quantities (in terms of butterfat
and skim milk separately as may be nec-
essary) need be allocated in the receiving
market. Otherwise, from a mechanical
standpoint, neither market could allo-
cate receipts of milk to classes until all
milk had been classified, including the
shipment to the other market.

5. Class Prices and Location Differen-
tials-Class I prices. Minimum class
prices should be established at a level
which will assure the maintenance of an
adequate, but not excessive, supply of
quality milk for the marketing area, and
at the same time assure the orderly dis-
position of the necessary market reserve
supply.

The present Dayton-Springfield order,
which applies to more than 77 percent
of the milk which would be covered by
the new Miami Valley order, provides for
a monthly Class I price computed by
adding $1.24 per hundredweight to a basic
formula price. This amount is subject to
a supply-demand adjustor which re-
flects changes in the relationship of
market receipts and sales for the Dayton-
Springfield and Cincinnati markets
combined. The proponent cooperative as-
sociation proposed the continuation of
such pricing formula and no objections
were raised at the hearing.

A Class I price determined by adding
a differential to a basic formula price
gives appropriate reflection to the eco-
nomic factors underlying changes in the
general level of prices for milk and man-
ufactured dairy products. The market for
manufactured dairy products is nation-
wide and the prices for such products and
the milk used in them reflect, to a large
extent, changes in general economic con-
ditions affecting the supply and demand
for milk. The formula reflects such fac-
tors automatically.

The basic formula price for Class I
pricing presently used in the Dayton-
Springfield order is the average price
paid dairy farmers at manufacturing
plants in Minnesota and Wisconsin for
the preceding month, as reported by the
Department. Such price is adjusted to a
3.5 percent butterfat test by a butterfat
differential obtained by multiplying the
Chicago butter price by 0.120.

Official notice is taken of the findings
in the decision of April 25, 1967, support-
ing the amendment to the Dayton-
Springfield order effective May 1, 1967,
which established the basic formula
price at a minimum of $4.05 for the pur-
pose of pricing Class I milk for each
month for the period May 1, 1967,
through April 1968. Such amendment
also provides for an addition of 20 cents
to the Class I price differential for each
month through April 1968. Similar ac-
tion was taken in other Federal order
markets on the same decision. Such
pricing provisions are included in the
order set forth for similar reason.

A differential over manufacturing
milk prices is necessary to cover the
extra cost of meeting quality require-
ments in the production of milk and to
compensate for transportation costs to

the fluid market where such milk is con-
sumed. The differential thus provides a
necessary incentive for dairy farmers to
produce and deliver an adequate supply
of pure and wholesome milk to meet con-
sumer demands.

Monthly utilization of producer milk
In Class I under the Dayton-Sprinvield
order generally has ranged from 69 to
87 percent. For the periods 1965 and 11
months In 1966, utilization of producer
milk In Class I averaged 78.45 and 77.2
percent, respectively. At such utilization
levels, sufficient milk has been available
to satisfy bottling needs and to provide
a generally adequate reserve. Milk ;np-
plies have been neither excessive nor
short for any prolonged period. Adoption
of the present method of computing
Class I prices should tend to promote
under the expanded order A reasonable
balance between producer milk supplies
and Class I sales and thus be in con-
formance with the pricing requirements
of the statute. The relatively small addi-
tional receipts And sales to be included
through expansion of the marketing area
should not make a significant difference
in the application of the supply-demand
adjustor now in use.

The Class I price In this market should
have, of course, a reasonable relation-
ship to Class I price levels In other
markets of the region because the main
sources of supply for this market are
contiguous to or overlapping with those
of existing Federal order markets. There
is a substantial intermarket relation-
ship of supply and demand conditions
and, therefore, a close similarity of
Class I price levels is desirable. Such
other markets are outlets for most pro-
ducers who supply this market. Also,
milk supplies under the other orders
represent ready alternative sources of
supply for this market, As discussed
below under location differentials, the
appropriate intermarket alignment calls
for the application of the same Class I
price throughout the entire marketing
area. There were no proposals for a
different method of determining Clas, I
price levels.

Class 11 price. Except for skim milk
used for cottage cheese, the price per
hundredweight for Clas II milk should
be the lesser of the Mrinesota-Wisconsin
manufacturing price or a formula price
based on the market prices of butter and
nonfat dry milk. The Class II price for
skim milk used In cottage cheese should
be such lesser price plus 20 cents per
hundredweight.

The major cooperative a_.oclatlon pro-
posed the following methods for prlciwn,
Class II milk: (1) The lower of the basic
formula price or a price resulting from a
butter-nonfat dry milk formula for milk
used in all Class II Items other than
cottage cheese, and (2) an additional
25 cents for milk used to produce cottage
cheese.

Proponent testified that the Cla II
price should be at a level that will per-
mit the orderly movement of market
reserves into manufacturing channels
but not be so low that handlers will be
encouraged to procure milk supplies
solely for the purpose of converting them
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into Class IT products. Proponent also
stressed that the proposal would bring
about better alignment of Class nr prices
with neighboring markets.

Handler opposition was limited to the
application of the 25-cent differential on
the price for producer milk used for cot-
tage cheese as proposed. They contended
that (1) the proposed differential would
create misalignment of prices with other
markets for such use, placing Dayton
handlers at a price disadvantage on cot-
tage cheese sales, particularly on sales
in other markets, (2) competitive pricing
is essential under today's improved pack-
aging and rapid transportation, (3)
cottage cheese processors should not be
required to subsidize the butter-nonfat
dry milk manufacturer, and (4) cottage
cheese sales are in a declining trend na-
tionally. One handler engaged in cottage
cheese production suggested a price dif-
ferential on milk for cottage cheese of
15 cents over other Class 11 milk.

Official notice is taken of the Under
Secretary's decision of February 21, 1962
(27 F-R. 1802), to incorporate the Minne-
sota-Wisconsin price series in the Day-
ton-Springfield order as well as 35 other
orders throughout the Midwest as the
basic formula price for computing the
Class I price. Such decision found that
the Minnesota-Wisconsin price series is
a more appropriate measure of manu-
facturing milk values for such use in the
orders than the basic price formulas
which had been used previously.

Because of its importance in reflecting
manufacturing milk values the Minne-
sota-Wisconsin price series also has been
incorporated as the surplus use price in
many orders throughout the Midwest.
Normally, this price series will establish
a reasonable level of price for milk used
for most manufactured milk products
not requiring Grade A milk.

Typically, the proprietary handlers in
this market process fluid milk, and in
some cases cottage cheese and ice cream.
They do not engage to any great extent
in processing storable dairy products
such as butter, nonfat dry milk, or hard
cheese. The great bulk of the milk in
excess of fluid needs is handled by the
cooperative through its own manufactur-
ing plant which is primarily a nonfat dry
milk plant, although it is also used as a
"balancing" plant for the fluid market.
Actually, a substantial number of the
handlers have "full supply" -contracts
with the cooperative under which they
need accept only the amount of producer
milk they request. The cooperative offers
such contracts to all handlers. Most of
the market's reserve milk which cannot
be used in cottage cheese or ice cream is
moved to the association's manufactur-
ing plant or, on occasion, to other plants
where butter and spray process nonfat
dry milk are the principal items pro-
duced.

The Minnesota-Wisconsin manufac-
turing price will reasonably reflect sur-
plus milk values in this area under most
circumstances. However, in considera-
tion of the importance of butter and
nonfat dry milk as the final uses when
no other outlets are available, it is appro-
priate that an alternative Class II price

become effective whenever the Minne-
sota-Wisceonsin price exceeds by more
than 10 cents their per hundredweight
value as reflected by product prices on
the open market.

Further there Is considerable competi-
tion in some Class II products by han-
dlers in this and the other nearby mar-
kets as well as overlapping of market
supply areas. This formula will provide
a close intermarket alignment of prices
on milk for those products not requiring
Grade A milk since a similar formula Is
in use in neighboring markets.

The revised Class II price formula, ap-
plied to 1966 data, results in an increase
in the Class 31 price. The 1900 weighted
average price for all Class 3r milk at test
(about 4.99 percent) under such amend-
ments would have been about 6 cents per
hundredweight higher. Official notice is
taken of the statistical announcements
of the market administrator since the
close of the hearing.

The order should provide also for a
price differential on skim milk in pro-
ducer milk which Is used to produce cot-
tage cheese over the generaLlevel for
producer milk used in other manufac-
tured products.

The major cooperative aocation sup-
plying milk to the market proposed that
the price for milk used for cottage
cheese be fixed at a 25-cent differential
over the lower of the Minnezota-Wis-
consin price or the butter-nonfat dry
milk formula price as discu--ed above.
Proponent testified that milk for cottage
cheese has an additional value because
the revised State of Ohio Health Code
requires that only milk of the same in-
spected quality as is required for fluid
milk products may be used. It was con-
tended further that although cottage
cheese sales vary to come extent sea-
sonally, it is produced on a year-round
basis, requiring a regular supply of milk,
and accounts on the average for nearly
35 percent of all Class II ilk,

Handlers In this market currently rely
entirely on local Grade A supplies of pro-
ducer milk for cottage cheese produc-
tion. Under the State of Ohio Health
Code they are required to have this milk
or ingredients from milk of equivalent
quality. The largest population centers
in the defined marketing area are Day-
ton and Springfield, which represent the
principal market outlets for the cottage
cheese produced by handlers.

As found above, producer milk dis-
posed of in manufacturing uses should
be priced under the order at a level
which will result In the orderly market-
ng of such milk Within this concept,
however, the price level should be that
which will provide the highest possible
returns to producers. If there Is addl-
tional value in producer milk for cottage
cheese purposes, such value should be
reflected in the returns to producers.

In this market handlers choosing not
to use producer milk In malng cottage
cheese would need to import dry cottage
cheese curd or nonfat dry milk. In either
case, the quality of the other source milk
would have to be equivalent to that of
local producer milk since manufacturing

grade milk may not be used for this
product.

There are no dependable sources of
graded milk for this purpose within the
normal m-llshed area from which pro-
ducer mUl is supplied to the market.
The only nearby milk of the necessary
quality Is attached to other fluid mar-
kets in Ohio and Indiana and would be
available only sporadically. In view of
the cost Involved in purchasing milk,
dry curd or nonfat dry milk: from more
distant sources, come differential above
the general level of the Class I price
adopted herein is reasonable to reflect
the factor.of milk quality and cost
involved.

It I, reasonable that the return to pro-
ducers above the regular Class 31 price
should at least partially offset the cost
which they have incurred to deliver milk
to the handler at the city location for
cottage cheese, as compared to putting
it to manufacturing use. A 20-cent
differential over the lesser of the Min-
nesota-Wisconsin price or the butter-
nonfat dry milk formula price should
achieve this purpose while maintaining
uch outlet for producer milk

Testimony of handlers contended that
the differential proposed by producers
might place them at a competitive dis-
advantage relative to handlers in other
markets who would have a somewhat
lower cost. Handlers pointed out that
they are competing for cottage cheese
sales in other areas, some of which are
at a considerable distance from Dayton,
where local cottage cheese need not be
made from graded milk In support of
this position one handler specifically
proposed limiting the differential to 15
cents per hundredweight over the lower
of the producers' proposed formula
prices.

Under normal circumstances the ap-
plication of a 20-cent differential should
not adversely affect the handlers' com-
p3titive position in the Miami Valley
market. There would be additional cost
involved to substitute prepared curd or
nonfat dry milk derived from outside
Grade A milk and some transportation
cost Is involved when competitive cottage
cheese Is distributed from other markets
in local competition.

The addition of 20 cents possibly could
affect a handlers competitive position in
selling in other markets, although such
amount I- equivalent to less tbn 2
cents per pound on the finished product
varying comewhat depending on yield.
Milk: should not be priced under this
order, however, at a level which en-
courages a milk supply of such propor-
tions that local handlers are induced to
seek substantial cottage cheese outlets in
other markets. Milk supplies are not ex-
ces.sve in this market in relation to the
Class I requirements of local handlers
and should be directed to Class I uses
to the greatest extent possible.

The special Class II price should apply
up to the amount of skim milk In pro-
ducer milk assigned to the handler's cot-
tage cheese utilization. Within this limit,
the charge should apply even though the
handler uses some nonfat dry milk or dry
curd in making cottage cheese. This is
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consistent with the regulatory scheme of
the order whereby producer milk gener-
ally has priority assignment to highest-
priced uses over other source milk in a
form interchangeable with It for the uses
Involved.

The charge should not apply, however,
In the case of cottage cheese curd which
a handler has imported for use in vak-
Ing cottage cheese. This cottage cheese
curd is not interchangeable with pro-
ducer skim milk for the manufacturer of
other Class I: products. Thus, its assign-
ment to other Class II uses in order that
producer skim milk could be assigned to
cottage cheese production would not be
appropriate. The 20-cent charge should
be applicable to both the skim milk used
by the handler in making cottage cheese
curd and the skim milk contained in
cream which he may subsequently add to
the curd in making creamed cottage
cheese.

Butterfat differentials. Milk in each
class is priced to handlers at a basic test
of 3.5 percent, subject to adjustment for
variations in the proportions of skim
milk and butterfat used in each class.
This is accomplished by adjusting the
class prices to each handler by appro-
priate butterfat differentials.

The values resulting from multiplying
the Chicago butter price by 0.120 for
Class I milk and 0.115 for Class II milk
will provide an appropriate means for
adjusting the prices in the market for
each one-tenth percent variation in the
butterfat content of milk used in various
products. Use of the Chicago butter price
as a basis for establishing butterfat dif-
ferentials provide assurance for both
producers and handlers that such differ-
entials will reflect changes in butterfat
values on the national market.

Producers' proposal to reduce the Class
I butterfat differential to 0.12 times the
average butter price (presently 0.127)
and the Class II butterfat differential to
0.115 (presently about 0.12) times the
butter price, should be adopted. They ob-
jected to the reduction in the total value
of Class I milk, which has occurred in
recent years due to the present Class I
butterfat differentials and the declining
butterfat content of all Class I milk. It
was their position that with the decrease
in demand for butterfat in fluid milk
products, the butterfat differential should
be reduced In order that the nonfat solids
portion of milk would more nearly reflect
its proportion of the Class I value.

The average butterfat content of Class
I milk decreased from about 3.65 percent
in 1957 to 3.4 percent in 1966. This de-
crease reflects the general decline in the
butterfat content of most Class I milk
products. Sales in 1966 of Class I products
of 3.5 percent butterfat content or more,
decreased an average of about 2.5 per-
cent, from 1965. On the other hand, Class
I products of less than 3.5 percent butter-
fat content increased an average of about
17 percent. These low-fat products have
increased from about 19 percent of total
Class I sales in 1965 to about 23 percent
in 1966, reflecting a continuing upward
trend in the sales of such products in
recent years.

Producers further requested a lower
Class IU butterfat differential to reduce
the value of butterfat which must be
used in manufactured products. The de-
clining use of butterfat in Class I prod-
ucts has resulted in more butterfat used
in Class II products. They pointed out
that because most nearby Federal order
markets use the proposed Class I factor
in their formulas, it is essential to have
like factor to assure the orderly dispo-
sition of surplus milk from this market in
competition with other markets. The pro-
posed Class II butterfat differential is in
line with differentials of the nearby Cin-
cinnati and Northwestern Ohio markets
and will contribute to uniformity of
pricing for Class II milk in these markets.
Thus, the lower Class 11 butterfat differ-
ential will remove any price disadvantage
to the association in handling reserve
milk for the market. Therefore, the pro-
ducers' proposal should be adopted.

The producer butterfat differential has
the purpose of prorating returns among
producers to the extent their milk differs
from the basic 3.5 percent butterfat test.
The butterfat differential thus used in
making uniform price payments to pro-
ducers should be calculated at the aver-
age value for use of producer butterfat
in the two classes. This would be the
average of the Class I and Class II butJer-
fat differentials weighted by the propor-
tion of butterfat in producer milk classi-
fied in each class. Thus, producer returns
for butterfat will reflect changes in the
use of their butterfat in each class.

Since the Class I butterfat differential
herein adopted is identical to that pres-
ently used for the producer butterfat
differential, and Class I butterfat rep-
resents about 70 percent of the total
butterfat, only a minor reduction in the
producer butterfat differential will occur
because of the reduction of the Class II
butterfat differential.

Location differentials. The Class I and
uniform prices should be adjusted for the
location of the plant at which the milk
is received.

The major producer association pro-
posed a schedule of location adjustments,
in line with the cost of moving milk to
the market, designed to bring about
price uniformity f.o.b. market to han-
dlers who may receive milk for Class I
use from different sources at varying
distances from the market.

Fluid milk products, because of their
bulky, perishable nature, incur a rela-
tively high transportation cost. The value
at the distant point is thereby reduced
compared to milk delivered directly from
the farm to a distributing plant in the
market. Providing location differentials
related to the cost of moving milk to
the market is necessary to insure price
uniformity under the order of Class I
milk among handlers, regardless of their
sources of supply.

Handlers distribute milk in this mar-
ket from plants which are not located
in one central city, but rather are located
in several cities in and near the market.
Most handlers distribute milk through-
out the marketing area. If price uniform-
ity for Class I milk is to be maintained

among handlers, the same Clas I price
should apply to all plants within this
compact marketing area. The same Class
I price has applied to all such plants un-
der the present order. Further, the ap-
plication of no location adjustment with-
in this area should assure an adequate
supply of milk for these handlers com-
peting in the same area for producer
milk supplies.

From all locations within or near the
marketing area adopted herein, milk can
move efficiently from farms directly to
pool distributing plants without assem-
bly at supply plants. At present all pro-
ducer milk moves to pool distributing
plants in this manner. Thus, It is not pos-
sible to distinguish differences In the
value of producer milk delivered directly
to plants within such area. Consequently,
no location adjustments should be ap-
plicable within the marketing area.
There were no proposals for a different
method of determining Class I price
levels.

For milk received at a plant located
outside the marketing area and beyond
50 miles from any of several basing
points, location adjustments should ap-
ply. Such adjustments should apply to
milk classified as Class I and, with cer-
tain limitations, to fluid milk products
transferred from such a plant to an-
other pool plant as Class I milk. The
basing points from which location ad-
justment credits would be computed
should be the main Post Offices In Day-
ton, Piqua, Springfield, Urbana, and Wil-
mington, Ohio. No location adjustment
would apply at any plant located outside
the marketing area which Is within 50
miles of the nearest of such basing points.
Use of these basing points, which rep-
resent sizable communities located near
the perimeter of the marketing area, will
Insure a constant level of Clams I price
throughout the marketing area.

The Class I price applicable at more
distant plants should be reduced 6 cents
if the plant is more than 50 miles from
the nearest basing point, plus an addi-
tional 1.5 cents for each 10 miles or frac-
tion thereof that such distance exceeds
60 miles. Such rate of differential re-
flects the approximate cost of transport-
ing milk to market by efficient means.
It is a rate that has been generally ac-
cepted for use in Federal milk orders.
Also, such schedule will maintain Class
I prices at plants at various locations
which are reasonably aligned with prices
in other nearby markets to provide an
equitable basis for Intermarket competi-
tion in procurement.

Uniform prices to be paid producers
supplying plants at which location differ-
entials are applicable likewise should be
adjusted on similar basis to reflect the
value of the milk at the plant where
received from the farm.

No location adjustment should apply
to Class II milk. Manufactured dairy
products are much less perishable and
the components of manufactured prod-
ucts may be transported in manufac-
tured form. The record does not indicate
that there is value in the milk used for
manufacturing purposes which'can be
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equated to plant location with respect
to this market.

Iocation differentials to handlers on
Class I milk are credited from pool funds
and are deductible from returns to pro-
ducers computed at the f.o.b. market
Class I value. They therefore should be
held to the minimum which will accom-
modate the movement of the necessary
supplies of milk to fulfill the require-
ments of the Class I market. As pre-
viously stated, this market has been sup-
plied, up to the present, almost entirely
by milk shipped directly from farms to
pool distributing plants. There is not
-now, and never has been, a supply plant
attached to this market other than the
"market equalization" plant of the local
cooperative association located at Day-
ton. While the market has relied to a
minor extent upon sources other than
producer milk to fulfill Class I demands,
it is desirable for marketing efficiency
that the direct-shipped milk be utilized
to the fullest extent possible for Class I
purposes. Under usual conditions, this
milk should be assigned to Class I use
at the handlers' plant before transpor-
tation allowance is given for milk im-
ported from distant plant sources.

Some tolerance should be allowed,
however, in the assignment to Class I
of milk brought in from pool supply
plants. A representative of certain Wis-
consin cooperatives suggested that milk
from supply plants be prorated to Class
I along with direct-delivered producer
milk for the purpose of providing loca-
tion adjustment credits. The effect of
this proposal would be to increase the
amount of transportation credit avail-
able to cover the cost of importing dis-
tant plant supplies as needed to supple-
ment nearby producer milk.

The greater the amounts deducted for
transportation the lower the uniform
price will be. At present the market Is
fullX supplied with milk costing the di-
rect-ship producer an average of 27 cents
per hundredweight to deliver to market.
If the order is to encourage the procure-
ment of milk for the market at the low-
est possible cost, the direct-ship pro-
ducers should not have to pay for the
transportation of their own milk and, in
addition, help to pay for the importation
of more distant milk at a significantly
higher transportation cost unless they
are unable to fulfill the market's needs
at reasonable prices.

In the event, however, a handler needs
more distant milk, his cost should not be
excessive in relation to those handlers
with adequate quantities of direct-ship
milk. Therefore, if the handler receiving
the milk from the pool supply plant has
direct-delivered producer milk supplies
less than 110 percent of his Class I milk
during the month, milk received from
pool supply plants should be assigned to
Class I on a pro rata basis with the direct-
shipped milk, other order milk and un-
regulated supply plant milk subject to
location credit.

This pro rata assignment to Class I
disposition in the pool distributing plant
of allproducer milk, whether received di-
rectly from producers' farms or from an-
other pool plant, will reduce whatever

cost advantage handlers purcha"'Ig milk
directly from producers' farms enjoy as
compared to those who purchase some
milk from supply plants.

To mitigate any abuse of location cred-
Its the assignment of Class I milk to
transferor plants should be made in each
instance, first at plants at which no loca-
tion adjustment credit is applicable, and
then in sequence beginning with the
plants at which the lowest amount of
adjustment credit would apply. For pur-
poses of uniformity, the same provision
would apply to any shipment of bulk or
packaged fluid milk products between
pool plants.

The major cooperative assoclation
proposed to include in the order a defini-
tion of "reload point." Their purpose in
establishing the reload point was to pro-
vide location pricing at points beyond '70
miles of Dayton where bulk tank milk
is reloaded aid commingled en route to
distributing plants in the Miami Valley
market as well as at supply plants. While
there are no reload points beyond such
distance from the market at this time,
proponent stated that a reload point
definition would asst to modernize the
regulatory program.

In contrast to the present situation,
the producers' proposal would price pro-
ducer milk at more distant reload points
(beyond the '0-mile radius from Day-
ton) on the basis of the schedule of loca-
tion differentials applicable for supply
plants. In fact, certain similarities of
function between supply plants and re-
load points were referred to in the rec-
ord. Proponent also stated Its belief that
producer Identification would be assisted
where distant milk is Involved.

A representative of certain Wisconsin
cooperatives and a representative of the
State of Wisconsin opposed the location
pricing of milk at reload points, as pro-
posed by the local cooperative, on the
basis that it might result in les' oppor-
tunity for distant milk to compete for
market outlets In the Miami Valley mar-
keting area. A Dayton handler expressed
opposition to adoption of a reload point
definition at this time on the ground that
reload points are not a sIgnificant factor
at this time and that more experience is
needed to develop a proper application.

We conclude that this record does not
show a sufficient need for differentiating
the pricing of milk at reload points based
on their location.

At present there are five points in the
milkshed at which the bulk tank milk of
producers is reloaded. All such reload
points are located within 710 miles of
Dayton. Reloading is done at the con-
venience of the hauler, presumably for
efficiency in transportation. As in the
case of direct shippers, the producers in-
volved pay the full hauling charge for the
distance between their farms and the
distributing plant in the market where
the milk is received. Individual producer
milk weight and butterfat test data ac-
company the milk to the plant.

There has been no experience In this
market with more distant reload opera-
tions although the association's proposal
presumes that in such cases the handler

would incur the hauling cost betreen the
reload point and his distributing plant.
While the latter Is likely in the case of
milk moved from supply plants, it may
not nece-sarily be the case, however, with
respect to reloaded milk. We believe a
wiser course is to gain further experi-
ence with reloading operations in order
that any provision for pricing reloaded
milk may take into account factors and
experlence which could not be explored
on this rccord. For these reasons, the
proposed definition of reload point for
pricing purposes is denied.

Use of equiralent prices. If for any rea-
son a price quotation or factor required
by the order for computing class prices
or for other purposes is not available in
the manner dezcribed, the order should
provide for use of a price or factor deter-
mined by the Secretary to be equivalent
to that specified. As indicated in the par-
tial decision on this record issued Febru-
ary 14, 1967, there may be unavoidable
occasions when a price or factor ordi-
narily employed in the order becomes
unavailable. Including a provision in the
order for determination of an equivalent
will leave no uncertainty with respect to
the procedure which shall be followed in
the absence of any price quotation or
factor and thereby will prevent any un-
necessary interruption in the operation
of the order and its important pricing
function.

6. Revising and reissuing the entire
order-(a) Distribution of proceeds to
producers. The order should contain pro-
visions which describe the means where-
by payments made by handlers for
milk at class prices are converted to uni-
form prices to be paid to producers. The
provisions should specify also the terms
under which such payments must be
made.

The order should provide for market-
wide pooling of the value of producer
milk used by all handlers. Under a mar-
ketwide pool, the total money obligation
of all handlers in the market is combined
to compute a uniform price applicable
to all producer milk. To accomplish this
purpose it is necessary that there be an
exchange of money among handlers such
that each handler is enabled to pay the
marketwide uniform price. The transfer
of money would be made through a pro-
ducer settlement fund, as hereinafter
discussed, operated by the market ad-
ministrator.

Each handler would pay into the pro-
ducer-settlement fund any plus differ-
ence of the value of his producer milk at
class prices over its value at the market
uniform price. A handler whose producer
milk has a leszer use value at the class
prices than at the market uniform price
would receive payment at such difference
from the producer-settlement fund. This
arrangement enables each handler to pay
the uniform price to producers irrespec-
tive of his own use of milk. The operation
of marketwide pooling as applicable in
this market would be subject to a modifi-
cation commonly known as a seasonal
incentive ("Louisville") plan, described
elsewh ere in thee findings.

The Dayton-Springfield order has pro-
vided for marketvide pooling for the
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more than 20 years of its operation in
the market. The continuance of market-
wide pooling was proposed by the coop-
erative association supporting the ex-
pansion of the order to a larger
marketing area. It proposed marketwide
pooling to insure that each producer sup-
plying the market will receive his pro rata
share of returns for the Class I and Class
II utilization. Marketwide pooling is con-
sidered necessary in this market to pre-
vent unequal allocation of the burden of
market reserves on producers. There was
no objection at the hearing to this meth-
od of pooling.

The marketwide pooling of returns to
producers will promote efficient handling
of milk in the area as expanded. The
enlarged marketing area and its supply
area encompass a fairly wide geographi-
cal territory in which the supply of milk
readily available for some plants varies
considerably from the supply at others.
Most handler plants disposing of milk
in the proposed marketing area have lit-
tie, if any, facilities for manufacturing
reserve milk. Such plants normally limit
their receipts of producer milk to the
quantity needed for Class I and procure
supplemental supplies for Class I use as
needed.

One of the cooperative's plants is the
major manufacturing facility and pro-
vides an available outlet through which
proprietary handlers can readily market
surplus milk, Thus, the latter plant is
able to carry adequate supplies of milk
on a year-round basis. The marketwide
pool will enable any handler who has
manufacturing facilities or the coopera-
tive association to handle reserve sup-
plies and yet be able to pay producers the
same price as is paid by handlers who do
not assume the responsibility of carry-
ng the necessary reserve.

As earlier stated, a large part of the
milk supply for handlers in this market
Is furnished by the cooperative associa-
tion on a full supply basis. A marketwide
pool also will make It possible for han-
dlers, Including any cooperative asso-
ciation, to divert to nonpool plants re-
serve milk supplies when these are not
needed by pool plants but return to the
producers of such milk the uniform price.
Without marketwide pooling, the main
burden of the Class 31 returns could fall
upon members of the cooperative asso-
ciation. The handling of reserve milk by
the cooperative is a necessary service to
the market in insuring an adequate sup-
ply at all times.

A marketwide pool, on the other hand,
will result in equitable distribution
among all producers of the lower re-
turns from reserve milk rather than
placing the burden of such milk on cer-
tain producers. It will thereby contribute
to market stability and the attainment
of an adequate and dependable supply of
producer milk for the market.

The "Louisville seasonal pricing plan"
should be retained.

The Louisville seasonal pricing plan
under the Dayton-Springfield order pro-
vides for the withholding from the uni-
form price for each of the months of
April, May, June, and July, respectively,
of 20, 25, 25, and 20 cents per hundred-

weight of producer milk. Accumulated
funds are paid back to producers on their
September, October, November, and
December milk on the basis of the follow-
ing percentages of such monies: 20, 30,
30, and 20 percent, respectively. The
Louisville plan provision has been
amended twice since its adoption in 1953.
In 1957, the month of September was
added as one of the "pay-back" months.
In April 1964, the "take-out" rates were
reduced for April, May, June, and July
from 20, 35, 35, and 30 cents, respectively,
to 20, 25, 25, and 20 cents.

A dairy farmer representing a small
group of producers on the Dayton mar-
ket proposed elimination of the Louis-
ville plan. He contended that producers
are now able to produce milk in a more
even seasonal pattern than when the
Louisville plan was adopted some 14
years ago. Furthermore, that this at-
tainment of a relatively even seasonal
production fulfills the purpose of the
Louisville plan and thus the plan is no
longer needed. He stated that the plan
withholds monies during the spring
months when farmers most need their
returns from milk for the purchase of
farm supplies. He stated further that
monies which must be borrowed by pro-
ducers during the spring months to meet
expenses carry a higher interest rate
than those earned by funds withheld for
payment back to producers in the fall
"pay-back" months. In further support
he pointed to higher returns possible at
Northeastern Ohio (f.o.b. market) blend
prices compared to Dayton-Springfield
(f.o.b. market) blend prices.

The representative of the principal
cooperative association, which represents
a large majority of producers on the
market, opposed elimination of the sea-
sonal incentive plan. As earlier stated,
the association is the principal handler
of reserve milk on this market, both
weekly and seasonally. This witness
pointed out that average daily deliveries
per producer for the fall months have
substantially improved from 82 percent
of spring month deliveries in 1953 (the
first year of the Louisville plan), to about
98 percent of such deliveries in 1959-63.

He observed, on the other hand, that
dinmedately following a reduction of
withholding rates in 1964, the seasonality
of producer deliveries increased some-
what. The ratio of fall deliveries to spring
deliveries achieved in the years 1959-
63, decreased to 95 percent in 1966.
The cooperative's witness contended that
to remove the seasonal pricing incentive
would (1) necessitate, at increased cost
to the market, facilities to handle the
increase in volume of producer milk
surplus in the spring months, which
would be costly to maintain during other
periods of decreased production, and (2)
disrupt the seasonal alignment of prices
with nearby markets.

The primary purpose of the seasonal
production incentive plan is to induce
dairy farmers to increase fall production
in relation to spring production, thus to
encourage a more even pattern of milk
deliveries throughout the year. It pro-
vides a continuing inducement to dairy
farmers to increase production during

the period of greatest Clas I demand
and at the time of the year when produc.
tion costs tend to be highest. The Louis-
ville plan is the main Incentive (other
than the relatively small seasonal
changes in the basic formula price) pro-
vided for maintaining seasonal produc-
tion in line with Class I sales and thus
reducing the burden of handling sea-
sonal surplus to the benefit of all
producers.

We are in accord with the view that
greater efficiency in handling the milk
supply will be achieved If an even pattern
of production exists and that the LoUls-
ville plan should be continued as a means
of insuring this condition,

While these western Ohio counties are
an area of common supply for the Day-
ton-Springfield and Northeastern Ohio
markets, dairy farmers who ship milk
directly to the Northeastern Ohio market
will incur hauling charges reflecting the
greater distance to the Northeastern
Ohio marketing area. Plants located in
the Northeastern Ohio market area are
at least 150 miles from this supply area
while the distance to Dayton-Springfield
outlets is 60 miles or less. Any Northeast-
ern Ohio regulated plant located In this
supply area would be subject to a location
adjustment of 22 cents (based on 150-
mile distance).

While levels of minimum blend prices
for the Dayton-Springfield market may
not be appropriately compared to the
minimum blend price level for the North-
eastern Ohio market without allowance
for the relative distances of the markets
from the producer's farm, a proper com-
parison which nevertheless may favor
the Northeastern Ohio market does not
adequately support elimination of the
Louisville plan from this market. It may
simply indicate that the other market
may be a more lucrative one for the
producer's milk. The proposed elimina-
tion of the Louisville seasonal pricing
plan therefore Is denied.

Producer-settlement fund, Inasmuch
as all producers will receive payment at
the marketwide uniform price each
month (adjusted during certain months
for "Louisville plan" payments), and be-
cause the payment due from each
handler at the applicable class prices
may be more or less than he Is required
to pay directly to his producers, a specific
method of balancing these differences is
necessary.

For this purpose the order should
provide for a producer-settlement fund
to be operated by the market adminis-
trator. A handler whose obligation at
class prices according to his utilization
Is more than he Is required to pay his
producers, shall pay such difference Into
the producer-settlement fund. A handler
who is required to pay less according to
his utilization than he is required to pay
his producers shall receive such differ-
ence from the producer-settlement fund.

For efficlent functioning of the fund, a
reasonable operating reserve should be
set aside each month to cover such con-
tingencies as the failure of a handler to
pay his monthly billing promptly or for
making additional payments due a han-
dler from the fund by reason of audit
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adjustments. The reserve would be a re-
volving fund to be adjusted each month
by withholding from the pool computa-
tion not less than four cents nor more
than 5 cents per hundredweight of pro-

ducer milk. One-half of the unobligated
reserve so accumulated would be added
to the next monthly pool in computing
the uniform price. This would continue
the same arrangement as is currently
in operation under the Dayton-Spring-
field order.

If the balance in the producer-settle-
ment fund is insufficient to cover the
payments due handlers, the -market
administrator should uniformly reduce
payments per hundredweight to such
handlers. In order to minimize such
occurrences, milk received by any
handler who has failed to make the
required payments for the preceding
month would not be included in the
computation of the uniform price. The
remaining amounts due such handlers
sbould be paid as soon as the balance in
the fund is sufficient to meet such pay-
ments. Producers, in turn, must receive
full payment from handlers.

Any payments on partially regulated
milk received by the market adminis-
trator from any handler also would be
deposited in the producer-settlement
fund. Money thus deposited would be
included in the uniform price computa-
tion and thereby distributed to all
producers on the market.

Payments to producers and coopera-
tive associations. Each handler should
pay each producer (for whom payment
is not made to a cooperative association)
not less than the uniform price, adjusted
by butterfat and location differentials,
for milk received from him. Provision
should be made also for a cooperative
association, if it so desires, to receive
payment at the uniform price for pro-
ducer milk marketed by it to other
handlers. Payment to the individual
producer should be made on or before
the 1'th day of the following month. A
partial payment covering milk he de-
livers during the first 15 days of the
-month should be made on or before the
27th day of such month. These are the
present arrangements under the Day-
ton-Springfield order.

The Dayton cooperative's proposed
rate of partial payment to producers
or cooperatives -of the Class II price
rounded to the nearest 50 cents, should
be adopted. It was the cooperative's posi-
tion that the partial payment should
more nearly reflect changes in the Class
II price rather than does the present
schedule of fixed rates. The fixed rates
in the present order have been sub-
stantially less than Class II price in re-
cent periods.
. A handler opposed the proposed rate

of partial payment on the basis it would
represent an excessive "'investment" on
the part of handlers. This handler ob-
jected to paying producers for their milk
prior to his receipt of payment for fin-
ished products made from the milk.

The arrangement elected by the
handler for receiving payment for his
finished products should not be a factor
to postpone a timely and 'reasonable

partial payment rate to producers. It
Is therefore concluded that the partial
payment of the Class ME price (rounded
to the nearest 50 cents) for milk deliv-
ered to a handler during the 15 days
of the month, on the 27th of the month
should be provided.

The Act provides for the payment by
handlers to cooperative asociations for
milk delivered on behalf of members and
permits the reblending of all proceeds
from the sale of member milk. There-
fore, each handler, if Eo requested,
should pay a cooperative association
with respect to producers for whom it
is authorized to collect the full amount
due for their milk, in lieu of making
payments to the individual producers.

Handlers should be required to pay
the association 1 day before payment Is
required to be made to individual pro-
ducers. This will enable the association
to pay producers for whom It markets
milk on the same date that other pro-
ducers are to be paid by handlers. An
association, however, should provide for
reimbursement of any loss incurred be-
cause of an Improper claim.

The collection of payments for milk of
producers for whom it markets milk will
assist an association in facilitating the
transfer and diversion of milk among
handlers and aid in the orderly move-
ment of reserve milk to other plants
either by transfer or diversion for manu-
facturing use. Thus, a cooperative asso-
ciation will be better able to discharge
its responsibilities to its members and
give service to the market.

A handler also should be required to
pay a cooperative association for all milk
purchased during the month from such
association in Its capacity as a handler
on or before the 16th day of the follow-
ing month. In the event the cooperative
is the handler for producer milk delivered
directly (including milk reloaded from
one tank truck to another) from the
farm to another handler's plant, such
payment should be made at not less than
the uniform price adjusted by the ap-
plieable butterfat and location adjust-
ments. For other milk which a coopera-
tive may deliver from Its plant to another
handler's plant, payment should be at
the class prices according to the clasfl-
cation of milk transferred.

At the time settlement is made for
milk received from producers the han-
dler should be required to furnish to
each producer (or his cooperative as-
sociation) a supporting statement. This
statement should show the pounds and
butterfat tests of milk received from
such producer, the rate of payment for
such milk and the description of any
deduction claimed by the handler in
order that the producer may know the
bass on which he is paid.

The principal cooperative association
proposed a revision in the presently em-
ployed method by which producers re-
ceive payment for milk from handlers.
The association proposal would replace
the present system with one under which
each handler would pay into the pro-
ducer-settlement fund his full class price
use value of milk and the market ad-
ministrator would take over the tack of

paying the individual producers (or in
rome cases their cooperatives) at the
uniform price. Reasons given by pro-
ponent in support of this proposal ere
that (1) It would identify the handler's
total cost of milk with his obligation to
the producer-settlement fund, and (2)
It would definitely establish a date of
producer payment on a uniform basis
among all handlers.

One handler who purchases consider-
able quantities of milk from nonmem-
ber producers testified in opposition to
the adoption of these proposed payments
to the producer-zettlement fund. This
handler and nonmember producer ship-
ping milk to his plant indicated their
preference to continue to be paid for
their milk by the handler.

The proposed producer payment plan
should not be adopted. The problem
raised concerning prompt payment for
milk seemed to be related to the pro-
vision of the present order which per-
mits the cooperative association and the
handler to come to an agreement as to
which of them will be accountable to the
pool for milk marketed. Contrarily, the
requirement of the revised provision will
be that the handler must account to
the cooperative at not less than the uni-
form price and will be required to pay
to the market administrator any balance
of his classified use value over its value
at the uniform price. This revision should
virtually eliminate the type of problem
presented by the cooperative.

The record evidence fails to show a
history of late or delinquent payments
required to be made by handlers reg-u-
lated by the Iyton-Springfield order.
Without more indication of a need for
the proposed provisions to solve a mar-
keting problem for producers or their
cooperatives or some administrative
problem which may not be resolved by
the changes adopted herein, it would
be difficult to find on the evidence that
the plan proposed by the producers is a
necessary feature of an order in this
market at this time. Such plan therefore
is denied.

(b) Administrative provisions. Certain
other provision. are needed in the order
to carry out the administrative steps nec-
esszary to accomplish the purposes of the
proposed regulation. Except for updating
of language for clarity and consitency,
thcze terms are generally the same as
have applied for many years under the
Dayton-Springfield order to more than
77 percent of the milk which will be sub-
ject to pricing under the Mami Valley
order. The proponent cooperative asso-
ciation testified as to their importance
and requested their continued applica-
tion under the expanded order.

(1) Terms and delinitions. In addition
to the definitions discussed earlier in this
decision which establish the scope of
regulation, certain other terms and defi-
nitions are desirable for the purpose of
brevity and to azsure that each use of
the term Implies the same meaning. Such
terms, as defined in the attached order,
are common to most Federal orders.

(2) MarT:et administrator. The order
should provide for the appointment by
the Secretary of a market administrator
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to administer the order and should set
forth powers and duties of the market
administrator.

(3) Records and reports. Provisions
should be included in the order requiring
handlers to maintain adequate records
of their operations and to make the
reports necessary to establish the proper
classification and pricing of milk and
payments due producers for milk. Ob-
viously, time limits must be prescribed
for filing such reports and for making
payments to producers. Similarly, dates
must be established for the announce-
ment of prices by the market admin-
istrator.

It is essential that handlers' reports
be submitted to the market adminis-
trator not later than the seventh day of
each month. The market administrator
should announce the uniform price for
the previous month's milk on or before
the 12th day of each month. The market
administrator should also notify han-
dlers of the amount due on milk handled
during the month on or before the 12th
day after the end of the month to per-
mit sufficient time for handlers to submit
payments due to the producer-settlement
fund on or before the 14th day after the
month. The payroll report of each han-
dler should be submitted to the market
administrator on or before the 20th day
of each month. It should include such
Information as weights, butterfat tests,
payments for milk and authorized
deductions.

Handlers must maintain and make
available to the market administrator all
records and accounts of their operations
which are necessary to determine the
accuracy of tle information reported to
the market administrator or any other
information upon which the classifica-
tion of producer milk depends. The mar-
ket administrator likewise must be per-
mitted to check the accuracy of weights
and tests of milk and milk products re-
ceived and handled and to verify all pay-
ments required under the order.

Detailed reports to the market admin-
istrator by handlers would be used also
to determine whether plants qualify as
pool plants.

The market administrator should re-
port to each cooperative association,
which so requests, the percentage of milk
delivered by its members and utilized
in each class at each pool plant receiving
such milk. For the purpose of this report
the percentage of members' milk in each
pool plant should be prorated In the pro-
portion that producer milk was utilized
by that handler. These reports are neces-
sary for cooperative associations to mar-
ket their member milk efficiently so that
available producer milk will be chan-
neled to Class I uses to the fullest extent
possible.

It is necessary that handlers retain
records to prove the utilization of the
milk received and that proper payments
were made therefor. Since the books of
all handlers associated with the market
cannot be audited immediately, it is nec-
essary that such records be kept for a
reasonable period of time. The order
should provide limitations on the period
of time handlers shall be required to

PROPOSED RULE MAKING

retain books and records and on the
period of time in which obligations
under the order should terminate.

The obligations of any handler under
the order shall terminate 2 years after
the last day of the month during which
the market administrator receives the
handler's utilization report on the milk
involved in such obligation, unless the
handler fails or refuses to make avail-
able all required books and records or a
handler's obligation involves fraud or
willful concealment of a fact. The provi-
sions made in this order are identical in
principle to those adopted for all milk
orders in operation on July 30, 1947, fol-
lowing the Secretary's decision of Janu-
ary 26, 1949 (14 FR. 444). Official notice
of such decision is taken. The reasons for
such provisions as are set forth in that
decision are similarly applicable to the
situation in this market and the provi-
sions should be adopted in this order for
proper administration.

4. Expense o1 administration. The Act
requires handlers to pay the cost of oper-
ating an order through an assessment on
milk handled. Each handler should be
required to pay to the market adminis-
trator, as his proportionate share of the
cost of administering the order, 2 cents,
or such lesser amount as the Secretary
may prescribe, on all receipts within the
month of producer milk, including milk
of such handler's own production, any
other source milk allocated to Class I
(except milk so assessed under another
Federal order) and receipts from a co-
operative association in its capacity as
a handler of bulk tank milk.

The maximum rate of administrative
assessment of two cents per hundred-
weight herein adopted is identical with
the rate currently in effect under the
Dayton-Springfield order and is appro-
priate for the Miami Valley order. This
rate appropriately provided funds for the
market administrator to meet the neces-
sary cost of administering the Dayton-
Springfield order. Since the funds from
this rate of assessment have proved ade-
quate for the expense of prior adminis-
tration of that regulation, it is expected
that this rate will likewise provide ade-
quate funds to cover the initial adminis-
trative costs in establishing this regula-
tion. The quantity of milk to be covered
is only moderately increased from that
subject to the present Dayton-Spring-
field order.

This order specifies minimum perform-
ance standards which must be met to
obtain regulated status. With certain
specified exceptions, operators of plants
not meeting such standards would, under
the provisions included in this decision,
be required to either make specified pay-
ments into the producer-settlement fund
on route distribution In the marketing
area in excess of offsetting purchases of
Federal order Class I milk or otherwise
pay into such fund and/or dairy farmers,
an amount not less than the full classi-
fied use value of receipts (computed as
though such plant were a fully regulated
plant).

The market administrator, in admin-
istering an order as it applies to the
nonpool route distributor, must incur

expenses in essentially the same man-
ner as in applying the order to pool
handlers. Partial regulation (as pre-
scribed) of such distributor does not,
however, provide the same benefits to
such handler as accrue to the fully
regulated handler; i.e., the privilege of
participation in the market pool and
assurance of uniform price payments to
his dairy farmers.

If the nonpool route distributor elects
to make a payment on his In-area sales
at the difference between the Clas.i I
price and the uniform price for the mar-
ket, the expenses Incurred by the market
administrator In administering the terms
of the order on such handler are nominal
and payment of the administrative as-
sessment on his In-area sales reasonably
would constitute his pro rata share of
administrative expense.

In the situation where such a distribu-
tor for any reason actually pays his dairy
farmers the full use value of their milk
(computed at order price) It has in the
past on the basis of substantial rec)rd
evidence In promulgation hearings,
been found necessary in many areas to
require payment by such distributor of
an administrative assessment on his
total receipts of milk in order to defray
the costs of complete plant auditing to
verify the utilization and payments as
claimed. In large measure, such a dis-
tributor's operations are more com-
parable to those of a fully regulated
handler and such assessment is sub-
stantially the same as for a fully regu-
lated handler.

There is reason to believe, however,
that in some instances such an asers-
ment might make possible a financial ob-
ligation under the order in excess of his
total obligation through the alternative
of electing to make a payment into the
producer-settlement fund. From the
financial standpoint such a situation
provides little practical alternative to
such handler but to pay the required pool
payment. In order to give more mean-
ingful effect to the choice of an alterna-
tive, the pro rata share of the adminis-
trative expense of the order should be
the regular assessment rate applied to
such milk as is actually disposed of as
Class I in the regulated area that exceeds
Class I milk received from other regu-
lated plants or other order plants, Irre-
spective of whether the option to pay into
the producer-settlement fund Is elected
by the unregulated distributor.

In the case of unregulated milk which
enters the market through a fully regu-
lated plant for Class I use, It s the
regulated handler who utilizes the un-
regulated milk and who must report to
the market administrator the receipt and
use of such milk as well as on all other
milk received and utilized. Also, the re-
ceipts and utilization of all milk at his
plant are subject to verification by the
market administrator. It is concluded,
therefore, that the regulated handler
should be responsible, as under the
present Dayton-Springfield order, for
payment of the administrative assess-
ment with respect to such unregulated
milk.
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The market administrator must have
funds sufficient to enable him to admin-
ister the order. The order is designed to
share this cost equitably among all
handlers distributing milk in the pro-
posed marketing area. However, to pre-
vent duplication an assessment should
not be made on other source milk on
which an assessment was made under
another Federal order.

Provision should be made so that the
Secretary may reduce the amount of the
administrative assessment without the
necessity of amending the order. The rate
can thus be reduced when experience
indicates a lower rate will be sufficient to
provide adequate funds for the adminis-
tration of the order.

(5) Marketing service. Provisions
should be made in the order for provid-
ing for marketing services to producers,
such as the verification of tests and
weights of producer milk and furnishing
them with market information. The
services should be provided by the market
administrator and the cost should be
borne by producers for whom the services
are rendered. A qualified cooperative as-
sociation, approved for such activity by
the Secretary, may perform such services
for its member producers in lieu of such
services by the market administrator.

There is need for continuing the
marketing service program in connection
with the administration of the order
in this area. Orderly marketing will be
promoted by assuring individual pro-
ducers that they have obtained accurate
weights and tests of their milk. Complete
verification requires that butterfat
tests and weights of an individual pro-
ducer's deliveries as reported by the
handler are proved to be accurate.

An additional phase of this market
service program is to furnish producers
with current market information. E-
ciency in the production, utilization and
marketing of milk will be promoted by
providing for the dissemination of cur-
rent market information on a market-
wide basis to all producers.

To enable the market administrator to
furnish these marketing services, pro-
vision should be made for a maximum
deduction of 6 cents per hundredweight
with respect to receipts of milk from pro-
ducers for whom he renders marketing
services. This is the same rate as now
provided in the Dayton-Springfield
order and it has provided funds neces-
sary to conduct the program under that
regulation At the time of promulgation.

If later experience indicates that
marketing services can be performed at
a lesser rate, provision is made in this
order whereby the Secretary may adjust
the rate downward without the necessity
of a hearing. In the event a qualified co-
operative association has been deter-
mined to be performing such marketing
services for its members, handlers would
be required to pay to the cooperative
association such deductions as are au-
thorized by its producer members.

(6) Adiustment of errors. The co-
oprative association proposed a revision
In the time requirement applicable to
payment of monies due various persons
when errors are discovered on audit of

any handler's reports, books, records, or
accounts. Under the present Dayton-
Springfield order audit adjustments re-
sulting in monies due are paid on the
date of the next scheduled payment
specified in the particular section of the
order under which such adjustment oc-
curred. Pursuant to the proposal such
adjustments would be carried to the next
payment date if they were discovered les
than five days before the date ordinarily
due.

The provision relating to "adjust-
ment of errors" should be expanded to
cover audit adjustments resulting in
monies due the market admfinitrator
from a handler and a handler from the
market administrator, as well as from
the handler to a producer or cooperative
association. Such adjustments should be
paid to the appropriate person on or be-
fore the next date for making final pay-
ment under the section in which such
error occurred. The evidence failed to
indicate the necessity for postponing
such payment where discovery is made
within 5 days of the next payment date,
as proposed. The revisions made will Im-
prove administrative practice. Such re-
vised provisions should assure prompt
payment of monies found due upon audit
and provide sufficient time for payment.

Rulings on proposed findings and con-
clusions. Briefs and proposed findings
and conclusions were filed on behalf of
certain Interested parties. These briefs,
proposed findings and conclusIons and
the evidence in the record were con-
sidered in making the findings and con-
clusions set forth above. To the extent
that the suggested findings and con-
clusions filed by interested parties are
inconsistent with the findings and con-
clusions set forth herein, the requests to
make such findings or reach such con-
clusions are denied for the re.-ons
previously stated in this decision.

General findings. The findings and
determinations hereinafter tet forth are
supplementary and in addition to the
findings and determinations previously
made in connection with the Issuance of
the aforesaid order and of the previously
issued amendments thereto; and all of
said previous findings and determina-
tions are hereby ratified and aflirmed,
except insofar as such flndin-,s and
determinations may be in conflict with
the findings and determinations set forth
herein.

(a) The tentative marketing agree-
ment and the order, as hereby proposed
to be amended, and all of the terms and
conditions thereof, will tend to effectuate
the declared policy of the Act;

(b) The parity prices of milk as
determined pursuant to section 2 of the
Act are not reasonable in view of the
price of feeds, available supplies of feeds,
and other economic conditions which
affect market supply and demand for
milk in the marketing area, and the
minimum prices specified in the propozed
marketing agreement and the order, as
hereby proposed to be amended, are such
prices as will reflect the afore "ld factors,
insure a sufficient quantity of pure and
wholesome milk, and be in the public
interest; and
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(c) The tentative marketing agree-
ment and the order, as hereby proposed
to be amended, will regulate the handling
of milk in the same manner as, and will
be applicable only to persons in the
respective classes of industrial and com-
mereial activity specified in, a marketing
agreement upon which a hearing has
been held.

Recommended marl:eting agreement
and order amending the order. The fol-
lowing order amending the order as
amended regulating the handling of
milk in the Dayton-Springfield, Ohio,
marheting area Is recommended as the
detailed and appropriate men by which
the foregoing conclusions may be car-
ried out. The recommended marketing
agreement is not included in this decision
because the regulatory provisions there-
of would be the same as those contained
in the order, as hereby proposed to be
amended:
Order .Regulating the Handling of Mi:

in the Miami Valley, Ohio, 2,ar:eting
Area

SmC

10341
1034.2
1034.3
10344
1034M.
1034.7
1034.1
1034.9
1034.10
104.A1

1034.12
1034.14
1034.14
10324.1G

1034.171034.17103438

1034.20
1034.21
1034.

Dr'Mmoss7

Act.
Secretary.
Depart emnt.
person.
Cooperative az_=z2tlon.
l11lain'Vlley. Ohio, mrarketing are.
Prcducar.
Handler.
Producar-handler.
Plan"t.
DIstributing piant.
Supply plant
Pool plant.
Uonpooi plant.
Prcducarmill.
Inuld milk prcduct.
Othr source milk
Fouto diL-p-ltion.

1Is 1A AiDnm s.erca

D=ssguation.
Powers.

PFarO=5 n=0=0r, MID F=L==ns
1031.202034.31

103432
103423
103424

1034A0

1034A1
1034.42
1034A3
1034 .4

1034A4

1034.A0

103119
1034.1
1034.52
1034.53
10344
1034.5

1'.cpartz or receiptz ad u+A~zzt1n
Other xeportz;.
Payroll rCpcets.
ecords end faclitl(.

Pctentlon of records.

S-Im mi7k and butterfat to be cl-
cilcd.

Clas-¢c of utilization.
Shrh.1=[;C.
Tranafec.
Computation of the ldm, milk and

butterfat in each clez.
Altlotion of '-"" milk and. butter-

fat claezfled.
Pcz-ponibillty of handlers.

B'lc fo.miil price.
CLe~z Ir mil1- prcs.
Butterfat differentlala to handlers.

ocation adjustment to handlers.
11s- ol equivalent prices.

iThia order chael not become effective
unle- and until the requirements of § 90a.14
of the ruica of practice and procedure
Governing prcce-ilng- to formulate mrarel-
in- agreementn and marketing orders have
been met.
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APPLICATION OF PROVISIONS

See.
1034.60 Producer-handler.
1034.61 Plants subject to other Federal

orders.
1034.62 Obligation of a handler operating a

partially regulated distributing
plant.

DETERMINATION OF PRICES TO PRODUCERS

1034.70 Computation of the net pool obliga-
tion of each pool handler.

1034.71 Computation of uniform price.

PAYMENTS

1034.80 Time and method of payment for
producer milk.

1034.81 Butterfat differential to producers.
1034,82 Location differentials to producers

and on nonpool milk.
1034.83 Producer-settlement fund.
1034.84 Payments to producer-settlement

fund.
103485 Payments out of the producer-set-

tlement fund.
1034.86 Adjustments of errors.
1034.87 Marketing services.
1034.88 Expense of administration.

EFFECTrVETIME, SUSPENSION OR TERMINATION

1034.90 Effective time.
1034.91 Suspension or termination.
1034.92 Continuing power and duty of the

market administrator.
1034.93 Liquidation after suspension or ter-

mination.

MrSCE LANEOUS PROVISIONS

1034.100 Termination of obligations.
1034.101 Agents,
1034.102 Separability of provisions.

DEFINSIONS

§ 1034.1 Act.
"Act" means Public Act No. 10, 73d

Congress, as amended, and as reenacted
and amended by the Agricultural Mar-
keting Agreement Act of 1937, as
amended (7 U.S.C. 601 et seq.).
§ 1034.2 Secretary.

"Secretary" means the Secretary of
Agriculture of the United States or any
officer or employee of the United States
authorized to exercise the powers or to
perform the duties of the Secretary of
Agriculture.
§ 1034.3 Department.

"Department" means the U.S. Depart-
ment of Agriculture or any other Federal
agency authorized to perform the price
reporting functions of the U.S. Depart-
ment of Agriculture.
§ 1034.4 Person.

"Person" means any individual, part-
nership, corporation, association, or
other business unit.
§ 1034.5 Cooperative association.

"Cooperative association" means any
cooperative marketing association of
producers which the Secretary deter-
mines, after application by the associa-
tion:

(a) To be qualified under the provi-
sions of the Act of Congress of February
18, 1922, as amended, known as the
"Capper-Volstead Act";

(b) To have full authority in the sale
of milk of its members and is engaged in
making collective sales of or marketing

milk or milk products for its members;
and

(c) To have all of its activities tunder
the control of its members.
§ 1034.6 Miami Valley, Ohio, marketing

area.

The "Miami Valley, Ohio, marketing
area", hereinafter called the "market-
ing area", means all the territory geo-
graphically within the places listed be-
low, including all premises wholly or
partly therein occupied by government
(municipal, State, or Federal) reserva-
tions, installations, institutions, or other
similar establishments:

OHIO COUNTIES
Champaign. Greene.
Clark. Miami.
Clinton (except Montgomery.

Clark, Green, Jef- Preble.
ferson, and Wash-
ington Town-
ships).

"§ 1034.7 Producer.
"Producer" means any person, except

a producer-handler as defined in any
order (including this part) issued pur-
suant to the Act, who produces milk in
compliance with inspection require-
ments of a duly constituted health au-
thority for fluid consumption in the
marketing area which milk is (a) re-
ceived at a pool plant, or (b) diverted
as producer milk pursuant to § 1034.15.
"Producer" shall not include any such
person with respect to milk which is fully
subject to the class pricing and producer
payment provisions, of another order Is-
sued pursuant to the Act.
§ 1034.8 Handler.

"Handler" means:
(a) Any person who operates one or

more pool plants;
(b) Any cooperative Association with

respect to producer milk diverted from
a pool plant to another pool plant or to
a nonpool plant;

(c) Any cooperative association with
respect to producer milk it delivered
directly from the farm to the pool plant
of another handier in a tank truck or
trailer owned or operated by, or under
contract to, such cooperative association
for its account;

(d) Any person who operates a par-
tially regulated distributing plant;

(e) A pioducer-handler; and
(f) Any person who operates an other

order plant described in § 1034.61.
§ 1034.9 Producer-handler.

"Producer-handler" means any person
who meets all of the following condi-
tions:

(a) Operates a dairy farm and a dis-
tributing plant in which milk from his
own production is processed and pack-
aged and from which route disposition
is made within the marketing area;

(b) Receives from pool plants or other
order plants during the month fluid milk
products of not more than 2,500 pounds;

(c) Has route disposition consisting
only of skim milk and butterfat obtained
from pool plants or other order plants

in the form of fluid milk products or from
his own production;

(d) Receives no milk from other
dairy farmers; and

(e) The maintenance, care and man-
agement of the herd(s) and other re-
sources necessary to the production,
processing and packaging of own-farm
milk are the personal enterprise and risk
of such person.
§ 1034.10 Plant.

"Plant" means the land and buildings
together with their surroundings, facili-
ties, and equipment constituting a single
operating unit or establishment which Is
operated exclusively by one or more per-
sons and used for the bulk handling or
processing of milk or milk products.
§ 1034.11 Distributing plant.

"Distributing plant" means a plant
which is approved by any duly consti-
tuted health authority for the processing
or packaging of milk for fluid consump-
tion and from which during the month
route disposition is made in the market-
ing area.
§ 1034.12 Supply plant.

"Supply plant" means a plant in which
milk approved by any duly constituted
health authority for fluid consumption in
the marketing area Is assembled and
shipped in bulk as a fluid milk product
to a distributing plant.
§ 1034.13 Pool plant.

"Pool plant" means a plant specified In
paragraph (a), (b), or (c) of this section,
except the plant of a producer-handler
or a plant exempt pursuant to § 1034.61.

(a) A distributing plant from which
during the month:

(1) Route disposition made within the
marketing area is at least 15 percent of
its total route disposition In all markets;and

(2) At least 50 percent of the total re-
ceipts of Grade A milk from dairy farm-
ers at such plant, including any such
milk diverted to other plants pursuant to
§ 1034.15 by the handler operating such
plant, is route disposition except that
during each of the months of March
through July, the minimum percentage
applicable under this subparagraph shall
be not less than 40, if such plant quail-
fled during each of the preceding months
of August through February.

(b) A supply plant from which durin,
the month the volume of fluid milk prod-
ucts shipped to and received at plants
qualified pursuant to paragraph (a) of
this section and route disposition from
such plant within the marketing area, if
any, is not less than 50 percent of the
volume of Grade A milk received from
dairy farmers at such plant (including
receipts from a handler pursuant § 1034.8
(c) but not receipts of other milk on
diversion pursuant to § 1034,15). Any
supply plant which Is qualified by reason
of meeting the required percentage of
this paragraph during the months of Au-
gust through March shall continue to be
so qualified for the following months of
April through July even If the required
percentage pursuant to this paragraph
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is not met in the latter months, unless
such operator requests the market ad-
ministrator in writing that such plant
should not be so qualified, such revised
status to be effective the first month fol-
lowing such notice and thereafter until
the .plant requalifled under this section
on the basis of shipments.

(c) A plant operated by a cooperative
association for any month in which the
volume of fluid milk products eligible for
fluid consumption caused by such co-
operative association to be delivered
during the month to one or more distrib-
uting plants qualified under paragraph
(a) of this section either from such
lant or pursuant to § 1034.8(c) is not

less than 50 percent of the total pounds
of such association's member producer
milk for such month, except that on
written request for nonpool status made
to the market administrator prior to the
beginning of any month, the plant shall
be a nonpool plant for such month and
for each of the succeeding 11 months in
which It does not qualify pursuant to
paragraphs (a) or (b) of this section on
the basis of shipments.

§ 1034.14 Nonpool plant.

"Nonpool plant" means any milk re-
ceiving, manufacturing or processing
plant other than a pool plant. The fol-
lowing categories of nonpool plants are
further defined as follows:

(a) "Other order plant" means a plant
that is fully subject to the pricing and
pooling provisions of another order
issued pursuant to the Act.

(b) "Producer-handier plant" means
a plant operated by a producer-handier
as defined in any order (including this
part) issued pursuant to the Act.

(c) "Partially regulated distributing
plant" means a nonpool plant that is
neither an other order plant nor a pro-
ducer-handier plant from which there
is route disposition in the marketing
area during the month.

(d) "Unregulated supply plant" means
a nonpool plant that is neither an other
order plant nor a producer-handler plant
and from which fluid milk products are
shipped to a pool plant.

§ 1034.15 Producer milk

"Producer milk" means all skim milk
and butterfat contained in milk of any
producer, other than milk of a person
defined as a producer in another order
issued pursuant to the Act, which is:

(a) Received during the month at one
or more pool plants;

(b) Diverted during the month by a
handler from a pool plant to another
pool plant; or

(c) Diverted by a handler from a pool
plant to a nonpool plant for not more
than one-third of the days of delivery
during any month from August through
larch, and for not more than two-thirds
of the days of delivery during any month
from April through July. Producer milk
diverted by a handler shall be priced at
the location of the plant to which
diverted;

(d) Received by a cooperative asso-
ciation In its capacity as a handier pur-
suant to § 1034.8(c), in addition to that

pursuant to paragraph (a) of this sec-
tion; and

(e) Delivered In a farm tank pickup
truck, except that delivered by a coop-
erative association as a handler pursuant
to § 1034.8(c), to more than one pool
plant shall be deemed to have been re-
ceived at the first pool plant where any
of the milk is withdrawn from the tank
truck.
§ 1034.16 Fluid milh product.

"fluid milk product" means milk, slim
milk, flavored or cultured milk or sim
milk, buttermilk, concentrated milk,
sweet or sour cream, and any fluid mix-
ture of cream and milk or skim rnilk,
including prepared milk shake mixes
containing less than 15 percent total
milk solids. The term includes these
products in fluid, frozen (except cream),
fortified or reconstituted form, but does
not include sterilized cream in hermet-
ically sealed metal or glass containers,
eggnog, Ice cream mix, or other frozen
dessert mixes, aerated cream products,
storage cream, cultured sour mixturcs
disposed of as other than sour cream un-
less labeled as a Grade A product, and
evaporated or condensed milk or skim
milk in either plain or sweetened form.
§ 1034.17 Other source milk.

"Other source milk" means all Lkim
milk and butterfat contained In or rep-
resented by:

(a) Receipts during the month In the
form of fluid milk products except: (1)
Producer milk, (2) fluid milk products
received from other pool plants either
by transfer or diversion, and (3) sterl-
lized cream received and dispozed of in
the same hermetically sealed metal or
glass container;

(b) Products other than fluid milk
products from any source (Including
those produced at the plant) which are
reprocessed, repackmged, converted into
or combined with another product during
the month; and

(c) Any disappearance of nonfluld
milk products not otherwise accounted
for.
§ 1034.18 Route disposition.

"Route disposition" means a delivery
of fluid milk products (including that
'custom-packaged for another person,
and disposition from a plant's doclk,
plant store or through vendor or vend-
ing machines) at retail or wholezale
either directly or through a handler's
distribution point other than a plant.

MARET ADsrJnAoa

§ 1034.20 Designation.
The agency for the administration of

this part shall be a market administra-
tor, appointed by the Secretary, who
shall be entitled to such compensation
as may be determined by, and shall be
subject to removal by the Secretary.
§ 1034.21 Powers.

The market administrator shall have
the following powers with respect to this
part:

(a) To administer its terms and pro-
visions;

(b) To receive, Investigate and report
to the Secretary complaints of violations;
(c) To make rules and regulations to

effectuate its terms and provisions; and
d) To recommend to the Secretary

amendments thereto.
§ 1034.22 Duties.

The market administrator shall per-
form all duties neces-ary to administer
the terms and provisions of this part.
His duties Jall include butnot be limited
to those specified In this section.

(a) Vithin 30 days following the date
on which he enters upon his duties exe-
cute and deliver to the Secretary a bond
effective as of the date on which he
enters upon his duties as market admin-
Istrator and conditioned upon the faith-
ful performance of such duties, in an
amount and with surety thereon satis-
factory to the Secretary.

(b) Employ and fix the compensation
of such persons as may be necessary to
enable him to administer the terms and
provisions of this part.
(c) Obtain a bond in a reasonable

amount, and with satisfactory surety
therein, covering each employee who
handles funds en truzted to the market
administrator.

d) Pay, out of the funds provided by
§ 1034.83, the cost of his bond and of the
bonds of his employees, his own com-
pensation, and all other expenses (except
those Incurred under § 1034-87) neces-
rarlly Incurred by him in the mainte-
nance and functioning of his office and
In the performance of his duties.
(e) Keep such books and records as

will clearly reflect the transactions pro-
vided for in this part, and, upon request
by the Secretary, surrender the same to
his succeoor or to such other person as
the Sacretary may designate.
() Publicly disclose to handlers and

producers, unless otherwise directed by
the Secretary, the name of any person
who, within 2 days after the day upon
which he I- required to perform such
acts, has not made (1) reports pursuant
to §§ 1034.30 and 1034.32 or (2) pay-
ments pursuat to §§ 1034.80, 103424,
1034.8. 1034.87, and 1034.88.

(g) Submit his boo:s nd records to
examination by the Secretary and fur-
nish such Information and reports as
the Secretary may request.

(h) Verify handlers' reports and pay-
ments to the extent necessary, by any
appropriate means including audit of the
handler's records and, If made available
of the records of any other person upon
whose utilization the classification of
s"Am milk or butterfat depends.
(1) Publicly announce (by posting in

a cons1picuous place in his office and by
such other means as he deems appro-
p ,ate):
(1) On or before the sixth day of each

month the minimum price for Class I
milk pursuant to § 1034.51 and the Class
I butterfat differential pursuant to
§ 1034.53 (a) both for the current month,
and the minimumn price for Class II
milk pursuant to § 1034.52 and the Class
II butterfat differential pursuant to
§ 1034.53(b) both for the preceding
month.
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(2) On or before the 12th day after
the end of each month the uniform price
computed pursuant to 1 1094.71 and the
butterfat differential computed pursuant
to 1 1034.81 for such month.

(j) Notify on or before the 12th day
after the end of each month each han-
dler who reported pursuant to § 1034.30
of:

(1) The amount and value of such
handler's milk in each class computed
pursuant to § 1034.45 and § 1034.70;

(2) The uniform price computed pur-
suant to § 1034.71; and

(3) The amount to be paid by such
handler pursuant to §§ 1034.62, 1034.84,
1034.87, and 1034.88 and the amount, if
any, due such handler pursuant to
f 1034.85.

(k) On or before the 12th day after
the end of each month report to each
cooperative association for such month
with respect to each pool plant, the utili-
zation on a pro rata basis of producer
milk, payment for which is to be made
to such cooperative association pursuant
to § 1034.80.

(1) Whenever required for purpose of
allocating receipts from other order
plants pursuant to § 1034.45 (a) (9) and
the corresponding step of § 1034.45(b),
the market administrator shall estimate
and publicly announce the utilization (to
the nearest whole percentage) in each
class during the month of skim milk and
butterfat, respectively, in prolucer milk
of all handlers. Such estimate shall be
based upon the most current available.
data and shall be final for such purpose.

(m) Report to the market administra-
tor of the other order, as soon as pos-
sible after the report of receipts and utili-
zation for the month is received from a
handler who has received fluid milk
products from an other order plant, the
classification to which such receipts are
allocated pursuant to § 1034.45 pursuant
to such report, and thereafter any change
In such allocation required to correct er-
rors disclosed in verification of such
report.

(n) Furnish to each handler operating
a pool plant who has shipped fluid milk
products to an other order plant, the
classification to which the skim milk and
butterfat in such fluid milk products were
allocated by the market administrator
of the other order on the basis of the re-
port of the receiving handler; and, as
necessary, any changes in such classifica-
tion arising in the verification of such
report.

(o) Prepare and make available for
the benefit of producers, handlers and
consumers, statistics and information
concerning the operation of this part
which do not reveal confidential infor-
mation.

REPORTS, RECORDS AND FACILITIES

§ 1034.30 Reports of receipts and uti-
lization.

On or before the seventh day of each
month the following handlers shall re-
port for the preceding month to, and in
detail on forms prescribed by, the market
administrator as follows:

(a) Each handler who operates a pool
plant(s) shall report for each such plant:

(1) Receipts of skim milk and butter-
fat in:

(1) Producer milk received;
(i) Fluid milk products received from

other pool plants;
(iII) Other source milk, with the

Identity of each source;
(2) Inventories of fluid milk products

on hand at the beginning of the month
in bulk and in packaged form, sep-
arately;

(3) The utilization or disposition of all
receipts required to be reported, includ-
ing separate data relative to:

(I) Bulk fluid milk products on hcmd at
the end of the month;

(i) Packaged fluid milk products on
hand at the end of the month; and

(iII) Route disposition inside and out-
side the marketing area; and

(4) Such other information with re-
spect to receipts and utilization as the
market administrator may request:

(b) Each cooperative association shall
report with respect to producer milk for
which it is the handler but not other-
wise reported under paragraph (a) of
this section or § 1034.46(b) :

(1) Receipts of skim milk and butter-
fat in producer milk;

(2) The utilization of skim milk and
butterfat handled;

(3) The quantities of skim milk and
butterfat caused to be delivered to pool
plants of other handlers or to nonpool
plants;

(4) Such other information with re-
spect to the receipts and utilization of
milk as the market administrator may
request; and

(c) Each handler who operates a par-
tially regulated distributing plant shall
report for such plant the information
required by paragraph (a) of this sec-
tion, except that receipts of milk ap-
proved by any duly constituted health
authority for fluid consumption in the
marketing area shall be reported as if
producer milk. Such report shall include
separate data on route disposition in the
marketing area.

§ 1034.31 Other reports.

(a) Each producer-handler and each
handler exempt pursuant to §§ 1034.61
and 1034.62(b) shall make reports to the
market administrator at such time and
in such manner as the market adminis-
trator may request.

§ 1034.32 Payroll reports.

(a) Each handler pursuant to § 1034.8
(a), (b), or (c) shall submit to the mar-
ket administrator on or before the 20th
day after the end of the month, his pro-
ducer payroll for that month which shall
show for each producer:

(1) The daily and total pounds of milk
received from such producer with the
average butterfat test thereof; and

(2) The net amount of such handler's
payments to such producer with the
price, deductions and charges involved.

(b) Each handler operating a partially
regulated distributing plant shall report
to the market administrator on or before
the 20th day after the end of the month

the same information as is required pur-
suant to paragraph (a) of this section
of a handler operating a pool plant if he
wishes his obligation under 1 1034.62 to
be computed according to 1 1034.62(a).
Such report shall include payments to
dairy farmers delivering Grade A milk.

§ 1031.33 Rcord% and farclitie4.
Each handler, Including any partially

regulated handler, shall maintain and
make available to the market adminis-
trator or to his representative during the
usual hours of business such accotunts
and records of his operations, together
with such facilities as are necemary for
the market administrator to verify or
establish the correct data with respect to:

(a) Receipts of producer milk and
other source milk and the utilization of
such receipts at each of his plants;

(b) Weights and tests for butterfat
and other content of all milk, skim milk,
cream, and other milk products handled;

(c) The pounds of skim milk and but-
terfat contained in or reprevnted by all
milk products on hand at the beginnin,
and end of each month at each plant;
and

(d) Payments to producers, other dairy
farmers, and cooperative associations
including the amount and nature of any
deductions made and the disbursement
of money so deducted.
§ 1031.34 Retention of rerord,4.

All books and records required under
this part to be made available to the mar-
ket administrator shall be retained by the
handler for a period of 3 years to begin
at the end of the month to which such
books and records pertain. If, within such
3-year period, the market administrator
notifies the handler in writing that the
retention of such books and records or of
specified books and records, is necessary
in connection with a proceeding under
section 8c(15) (A) of the Act or a court
action specified in such notice, the han-
dler shall retain such books and records,
or specified books and records, until fur-
ther written notification from the mar-
ket administrator. In either ease the
market administrator shall give further
written notification to the handler
promptly upon the termination of the
litigation or when the records are no
longer necessary In connection therewith,

CLASSIFICATION
§ 1031.10 Skini milk and butterfat to 'I),

elatified.
All skim milk and butterfat required

to be reported pursuant to § 1034,30
and 1034.31 shall be classified by the
market administrator as Class I milk or
Class II milk subject to the conditions
of this section and If 1034.41 through
1034.46. When nonfat milk solids derived
from nonfat dry milk, condensed skim
milk or any other product condensed
from milk or skim milk are utilized or
unaccounted for by the handler, the total
pounds of skim milk classified shall re-
flect a volume equivalent to the skim
milk used to produce such nonfat milk
solids, except that If the solids are uti-
lized to fortify fluid milk products the
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actual weight of any such product shall
be included in classifying the total prod-
uct weight.

§ 1034.41 Classes of utilization.

The classes of utilization of milk shall
be as follows:

(a) Class I milk. ClassI milk means
skim milk (except as provided for forti-
fied fluid milk products pursuant to
§ 1034.40) and butterfat:

(1) Disposed of in the form of fluid
milk products other than those speci-
fied pursuant to paragraphs (b) (2), (3),
and (4);

(2) In inventory of fluid milk prod-
ucts in packaged form on hand at the
end of the month; and

(3) Not accounted for as Class II milk.
(b) Class I1 milk. Class I milk means

skim milk and butterfat:
(1) Used to produce any product other

than a fluid milk product;
(2) Disposed of and used for livestock

feed or as skim milk dumped;
(3) Contained (skim milk only) in

that portion of fortified fluid milk
products not classified as Class I milk
pursuant to paragraph (a) of this
section;

(4) Contained in inventory of bulk
fluid milk products on hand at the end
of the month;

(5) In shrinkage of skim milk and
butterfat, respectively, assigned pursuant
to § 1034.42(c) (1) and (3); and

(6) In shrinkage of skim milk and
butterfat, respectively, assigned pursuant
to § 1034.42(c) (2).

§ 1034.42 Shrinkage.

Skim milk and butterfat, respectively,
at each pool plant to be classified as
Class II milk pursuant to § 1034.41(b)
(5) and (6) shall be computed as follows:

(a) If the sum of the quantities of
skim milk and butterfat, respectively,
classified as Class I and Class 3f milk
pursuant to § 103441 (a) and (b) (1),
(2), (3), and (4) equals or exceeds the
receipts of skim milk and butterfat, re-
spectively, required to be reported pur-
suant to § 1034.30, no skim milk or but-
terfat, respectively, shall bd classified as
Class II milk pursuant to § 1034.41(b)
(5) and (6);

(b) Compute the total shrinkage of
skim milk and butterfat; and

(c) Subject to the conditions of sub-
paragraph (3) of this paragraph, pro
rate the resulting amounts between the
quantities specified in subparagraphs (1)
and (2) of this paragraph. The amounts
assigned to the quantities in subpara-
graph (1) of this paragraph shall not
exceed 2.5 percent of such quantities
and the amounts assigned to the other
source milk included in subparagraph
(2) of this paragraph-shall equal the
actual shrinkage allocated to these
quantities.

(1) The receipts of producer milk at
such plant less transfers of fluid milk
products in bulk form to other pool
plants; plus 60 percent of the fluid milk
products transferred in bulk to other
pool plants; and plus 40 percent of the
fluid milk products received in bulk from
other pool plants and other order plants,

exclusive of the quantities from other
order plants for which Class 1E utilization
was requested by the operator of such
plant and the handler;

(2) Other source milk in the form of
fluid milk products exclusive of that
specified in subparagraph (1) of this
paragraph; and

(3) If settlement by a handier on millk
received from a cooperative association
pursuant to § 1034.8(o) is made on the
basis of weights and butterfat tezts deter-
mined at the farm and the market ad-
ministrator Is so notified of such basis of
settlement by the date the handler is re-
quired to submit his monthly report pur-
suant to § 1034.30, 2.5 percent shrinkage
shall be allowed the handler with respect
to all such milk, otherwise to 60 percent
of such receipts and the balance (com-
puted at the 2.5 percent rate) to the
cooperative association supplying the
milk.
§ 1034.43 Transfers.

Skim milk or butterfat in the form
of a fluid milk product dispozed of by a
handler from a pool plant shall be classl-
fled:

(a) At the utilization Indicated by the
operators of both plants, otherv-se as
Class I milk, If transferred or diverted to
another pool plant, subject to the follow-
ing conditions:

(1) The ski- milk or butterfat so as-
signed to either class shall be limited to
the amount thereof remaining in such
class in the transferee plant after com-
putations pursuant to § 1034.45 (a) (9)
and (b);

(2) If the transferor plant received
during the month other source milk to be
allocated pursuant to § 1034.45(a) (4),
the skim milk and butterfat so trans-
ferred or diverted shall be classified so
as to allocate the least possible Class I
utilization to such other source milk; and

(3) If the transferor handler received
during the month other source milk to
be allocated pursuant to § 1034.45 (a) (9)
and (b), the skim milk and butterfat so
transferred or diverted up to the total of
such receipts shall not be classified as
Class I milk to a greater extent than
would be applicable to a like quantity
of such other source milk received at
the transferee plant.

(4) If the movement is from a pool
distributing plant to a pool supply plant,
it shall be considered Class I utiliza-
tion to the extent such utilization is
available at the receiving plant.

(b) As Class I milk, if moved to a
producer-handler or a plant exempt pur-
suant to § 1034.60(b) ;

(c) As Class I milk, if transferred or
diverted in bulk to a nonpool plant that
is neither an other order plant, nor a
producer-handler plant, unless the re-
quirements of subparagraphs (1) and
(2) of this paragraph are met, in which
case the skim milk and butterfat so
transferred or diverted shall be cla,-
fled in accordance with the assignment
resulting from subparagraph (3) of this
paragraph:

(1) The transferring oy diverting
handler claims cliassflcation pursuant to
the assignment set forth in subparagraph

(3) of this paragraph In his report sub-
mitted to the market administrator pur-
sumnt to § 1034.30 for the month within
which such transaction occurred;

(2) The operator of such nonpool
plant maintains books and records
showing the utilization of all skim milk
and butterfat received at such plant
which are made available if requested
by the market administrator for the pur-
pose of verification; and

(3) The rTHm milk and butterfat so
transferred shall be classified on the
basis of the following assignment of uti-
lization at such nonpool plant in excess
of receipts of packaged fluid milk prod-
ucts from all pool plants and other
order plants:

(I) Route dispo ition in the marketing
area of another order Issued pursuant to
the Act s be first assned to receipts
from plants fully regulated by such or-
der, next pro rata to receipts from pool
plants and other order plants not reg-
ulated by such order, and thereafter to
receipts from dairy farmers who the
marhet administrator determines con-
stitute regular sources of supply of fluid
milk products for such nonpool plant;

(11) Class I utilization in excess of
that as gned pursuant to subdivision (i)
of this subparagraph shall be assigned
first to remaining receipts from dairy
farmers who the market administrator
determines constitute the regular source
of supply of fluid milk products for such
nonpool plant and Class I utilization in
exce s of such receipts shall be assigned
pro rata to unazigned receipts at such
nonpool plant from all pool and other
order plants; and

(lit) To the extent that Class I utili-
zation is not so assigned to It, the skim
milk and butterfat so transferred shall be
classified as Cla I milk; and

(d) As follows, if transferred to an
other order plant In excess of receipts
from such plant in the same category
as deccribed in subparagraph (1), (2),
or (3) of this paragraph:

(1) If tmnsferred in consumer pack-
ages, classification shall be in the classes
to wheih allocated as a fluid milk prod-
uct under the other order;

(2) If transferred in bulk form, class-
Iflation shall be in the classes to which
allocated as a fluid milk product under
the other order (including allocation
under the conditions set forth n sub-
paragraph (3) of this paragraph) ;

(3) If the operators of both the trans-
feror and transferee plants so requr-t
n the reports of receipts and utilization

filed with their respective market ad-
ministratos, transfers in bulk form
shall be classified as Class IX to the ex-
tent of the Class I utilization (or com-
parable utilization under such other
order) available for such assignment
pursuant to the allocation provisions of
the transferee order;

(4) If the classification to vhich al-
located under the other order is not
available to the market administrator
for purpozse of establishing clazsifica-
tion pursuant to this paragraph, class-
Ification shall be as Class , subject to
adjustment when such Information is
available;
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(5) For purposes of this paragraph,
if the transferee order provides for more
than two classes of utilization, milk al-
located to a class consisting primarily of
fluid milk products shall be classified as
Class I, and milk allocated to other
classes shall be classified as Class II; and

(6) If the form in which any fluid
milk product Is transferred to an other
order plant Is not defined as a fluid milk
product under such other order, classi-
fication shall be in accordance with the
provisions of § 1034.41.
§ 1034.44 Computation of die skim

milk and butterfat in each class.
For each month, the market adminis-

trator shall correct for mathematical
and other obvious errors the report of re-
ceipts and utilization for each pool plant
and shall compute the pounds of butter-
fat and skim milk in Class I milk and
Class II milk at each such plant.
§ 1034.45 Allocation of skim milk and

butterfat classified.
After making the computations pur-

suant to § 1034.44, the market adminis-
trator shall determine, for each pool
plant, the classification of procducer milk
received thereat, as follows:

(a) Skim milk shall be allocated in the
following manner:

(1) Subtract from the total pounds of
skim milk in Class II the pounds of skim
milk classified as Class 3r pursuant to
§ 1034.41(b) (5) ;

(2) Subtract from the remaining
pounds of skim milk in each class the
pounds of skim milk in fluid milk prod-
ucts received in packaged form from
other order plants as follows:

(i) From Class II milk, the lesser of the
pounds remaining or two percent of such
receipts; and

(ii) From Class I milk, the remainder
of such receipts;

(3) Except for the first month this
order is effective, subtract from the re-
maining pounds of skim milk in Class I,
the pounds of skim milk in Inventory of
fluid milk products in packaged form on
hand at the beginning of the month;

(4) Subtract successively from the
pounds of skim milk remaining in each
class in series beginning with Class II,
the pounds of skim milk in each of the
following:

(I) Other source milk In a form other
than that of a fluid milk product;

(if) Receipts of fluid milk products
for which Grade A certification is not
established or which are from unidenti-
fled sources;

(iii) Receipts of fluid milk products
from a producer-handler; as defined un-
der this or any other Federal order; and

(iv) Receipts of fluid milk products
from a plant exempt pursuant to
1 1034.60(b) ;

(5) Subtract, in the order specified
below, from the pounds of skim milk re-
maining in Class II:

(i) The pounds of skim milk in receipts
of fluid milk products from unregulated
supply plants for which the handler re-
quests Class II utilization, but not In ex-
cess of the pounds of skim milk remain-
ing In Class I;

(ii) The pounds of skim milk remain-
ing in receipts of fluid milk products from
unregulated supply plants which are in
excess of the pounds of skim milk deter-
mined as follows:

(a) Multiply the pounds of skim milk
remaining in Class I milk (excluding
Class I transfers between pool plants of
the handler) at all pool plants of the
handler by 1.25;

(b) Subtract from the result the sum
of the pounds of skim milk at all such
plants in producer milk, in receipts from
other pool handlers and in receipts in
bulk from other order plants; and

(c) (1) Multiply any resulting plus
quantity by the percentage that receipts
of skim milk in fluid milk products from
unregulated supply plants remaining at
this plant is of all such receipts remain-
ing at all pool plans of such handler,
after any deductions pursuant to subdi-
vision (i) of this subparagraph;

(2) Should such computation result
in a quantity to be subtracted from Class
II, which is in excess of the pounds of
skim milk remaining in Class I, the
pounds of skim milk in Class 12 shall be
increased to the quantity to be subtracted
and the pounds of skim milk in Class I
shall be decreased a like amount. In such
case the utilization of skim milk at other
pool plant(s) of such handler shall be
adjusted in the reverse direction by an
identical amount in sequence beginning
with the nearest other pool plant of such
handler at which such adjustment can
be made;

(iii) The pounds of skim milk in re-
ceipts of fluid milk products in bulk from
an other order plant in excess of similar
transfers to such plant, but not in excess
of the pounds of skim milk remaining
in Class II milk, if Class II utilization was
requested by the operator of such plant
and the handler;

(6) Subtract from the pounds of skim
milk remaining in each class, in series
beginning with Class II, the pounds of
skim milk in inventory of bulk fluid milk
products (and for the first month the
order is effective the pounds of fluid milk
products in packaged form) on hand at
the beginning of the month;

(7) Add to the remaining pounds of
skim milk in Class II milk, the pounds
subtracted pursuant to subparagraph (1)
of this paragraph;

(8) (i) Subtract from the pounds of
skim milk remaining in each class, pro
rata to the total pounds of skim milk re-
maining in each class in all pool plants
of the receiving handler, the pounds of
skim milk in receipts of fluid milk prod-
ucts from unregulated supply plants that
were not subtracted pursuant to subpara-
graph (5) (1) or (ii) of this paragraph;

(ii) Should such proration result in
the amount to be subtracted from any
class exceeding the pounds of skim milk
remaining in such class in the pool plant
at which such skim milk was received,
the pounds of skim milk in such class
shall be increased to the amount to be
subtracted and the pounds of skim milk
in the other class shall be decreased a
like amount. In such case the utilization
of milk at other pool plant(s) of such
handler shall be adjusted in the reverse

direction by an Identical amount in se-
quence beginning with the nearest other
pool plant of such handler at which such
adjustment can be made;

(9) Subtract from the pounds of skim
milk remaining In each class the pounds
of skim milk in receipts of fluid milk
products in bulk from an other order
plant, in excess in each case of similar
transfers to the same plant, that were
not subtracted pursuant to subparagraph
(5) (111) of this paragraph pursuant to
the following procedure:

(I) Subject to the provisions of sub-
divisions (ii) and (il) of this subpara-
graph, such subtraction shall be pro rata
to whichever of the following represents
the higher proportion of all Class II ndlk,

(a) The estimated utilization of skim
milk in each class, by all handlers, as
announced for the month pursuant to
§ 1034.22(I); or

(b) The pounds of skim milk In ench
class remaining At all pool plants of the
handler;

(ii) Should proration pursuant to sub-
division (I) of this subparagraph result
in the total pounds of skim milk to be
subtracted from Class I at all pool
plants of the handler exceeding the
pounds of skim milk remaining In Class
II at such plants, the pounds of such ex-
cess shall be subtracted from the pounds
of skim milk remaining in Class I after
such proration at the pool plants at
which received;

(IiI) Except as provided In subdivision
(il) of this subparagraph, should prora-
tion pursuant to either subdivision (1)
or (ii) of this subparagraph result In
the amount to be subtracted from any
clas3 exceeding the pounds of skim milk
remaining in such class in the pool
plant at which such skim milk was re-
ceived, the pounds of skim milk in such
class shall be increased to the amount
to be subtracted and the pounds of skim
milk in the other class shall be decreased
a like amount. In such case the utiliza-
tion of milk at other pool plant(s) of
such handler shall be adjusted In the
reverse direction by an identical amount
in sequence beginning with the nearest
other pool plant of such handler at which
such adjustment can be made;

(10) Subtract from the pounds of
skim milk remaining in each class the
pounds of skim milk received In fluid
milk products from pool plants of other
handlers according to the classification
assigned pursuant to 1 1034.43(a); and

(11) If the pounds of skim milk re-
maining In both classes exceed the
pounds of skim milk in producer milk,
subtract such excess from the pounds of
skim milk remaining In each class In
series beginning with Class II. Any
amount so subtracted shall be known as
"overage".

(b) Butterfat shall be allocated in ac-
cordance with the procedure outlined for
skim milk in paragraph (a) of this sc-
tion; and

(c) Combine the amounts of skim
milk and butterfat determined pursuant
to paragraphs (a) and (b) of this section
into one total for each class and deter-
mine the weighted average butterfat
content of producer milk in each class.
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§ 1034.46 Responsibility of handlers.
(a) Except as provided in paragraph

(b) of this section, all skim milk and
butterfat shall be classified as Class I
milk unless the handler who first re-
ceives such skim milk or butterfat
proves to the market administrator that
such skim milk or butterfat should be
classified otherwise.

(b) Producer milk in bulk delivered by
a cooperative association as a handler
under § 1034.8(c) to the pool plant of
another handler, or caused to be diverted
by the cooperative association from one
pool plant to another, shall be classified
according to use or disposition at the
receiving plant, and the value thereof
at the class prices shall be included in
the net pool obligation computed for
such handler pursuant to § 1034.70. For
purposes of location adjustments pur-
suant to § 1034.54 and administrative
expense pursuant to § 1034.88, such milk
shall be treated as producer milk of the
receiving handler.

(c) Any skim milk or butterfat shall
be reclassified if verification by the
market administrator discloses that the
original classification was incorrect.

mIULPRICES

§ 1034.50 Basic formula price.

The basic formula price shall be the
average price per hundredweight for
manufacturing grade milk, f.o.b. plants
in Wisconsin and Minnesota, as reported
by the Department for the month. Such
price shall be adjusted to a 3.5 percent
butterfat basis by a butterfat differential
rounded to the nearest one-tenth cent
computed at 0.12 times the simple aver-
age of the daily wholesale selling prices
(using the midpoint of any range as one
price) per pound of Grade A (92-score)
bulk creamery butter at Chicago, as re-

ported for the month by the Department
(hereinafter referred to as the Chicago
butter price). The basic formula price
shall be rounded to the nearest full cent.
For the purpose of computing Class I
prices from the effective date hereof
through April 1968, the base formula
price shall be not less than $4.05.
§ 1034.51 Class I milk prices.

Subject to the provisions of § 1034.53
the price per hundredweight for Class I
milk for the month ,hall be determined
by the market administrator as follows:

(a) Add $1.24, plus 20 cents through
April 1968, to the basic formula price for
the preceding month plus or minus a
"supply-demand adjustment" of not
more than 39 cents computed as follows:

(1) Divide the aggregate pounds of
producer milk In Class I milk (including
inventory except as provided in sub-
paragraph (3) of this paragraph, and"overage", but adjusted to eliminate du-
plications due to interhandler and inter-
market plant transfers) under this part
and Part 1033 of this chapter (Greater
Cincinnati order) for the second, third,
and fourth months preceding by the ag-
gregate pounds of producer milk receipts
under such parts for the same months,
multiply the result by 100 and round to
the nearest whole number. The result
shall be known as the "Class I utilization
percentage";

(2) For each full percentage point that
the Class I utilization percentage is
above the applicable maximum standard
utilization percentage listed below in-
crease the Class I price differential by 3
cents; and for each full percentage point
that the Class I utilization percentage is
below the applicable minimum standard
utilization percentage listed below de-
crease such differential by 3 cents.

Month for which prlea Is 15 nt. 3
being computed Preceding months ued In computation

11nlu Maximum

January ------------------------ September October, November ... -------------- -
February ------------------------ October, N'ovember, Dcember ..................... 3 71
March ------------------ November, December, onuary ------------------- - E72
April December January, February ....................... 71
May---------------------- January February March ............................ C 71
Tune ............................ February, March, A:ril . ............................. C (a
J ully_.- March, April My M.... 60 C3
August ..... . April, May, Ju n e t 7
Septm r .................... May, Juno, July ................................... 5
Octo ------- June, July, August ------------------------------- W C5
November -....... July, August, September ........................... C3 C1
December August, Septembcr, October .......................... C2 C

(3) For the third month this sub-
paragraph is effective, the monthly end-,
ing inventory of packaged fluid milk
products for the month preceding such
month shall be deducted in computing
the 3 months' Class I milk total under
subparagraph (1) above and the same
adjusted monthly Class I milk total shall
be used in the two successive 3 months'
Class I milk total in subparagraph (1).
§ 1034.52 Class FE milk prices.

Subject to the provisions of § 1034.53,
the prices per hundredweight for Class
II milk for the month shall be computed
by the market administrator as follows:

(a) Except as provided In paragraph
(b) of this section, the amount for the
month computed pursuant to § 1034.50,
but not more than the sum of the
amounts computed pursuant to subpara-
graphs (1) and (2) of this paragraph
(rounded to nearest cent), plus 10 cents:

(1) From the Chicago butter price
computed pursuant to § 1034.50, subtract
3 cents and multiply by 4.2; and

(2) From the weighted average of
carlot prices per pound of spray process
nonfat dry milk for human consumption
f.o.b. manufacturing plants in the Chi-
cago area, as published for the period
from the 26th day of the preceding

month through the 25th day of the cur-
rent month by the Department, deduct
5.5 cents and multiply by 8.2.

(b) For skim milk used to produce
cottage cheese the amount computed for
the month pursuant to paragraph (a)
of this section plus 20 cents.

§ 1034.53 Butterfat differentials to ban-clers.

(a) Class I price. Multiply the Chicago
butter price computed pursuant to
§ 1034.50 for the immediately preceding
month by 0.120.

(b) Class II price. Multiply the Cini-
cago butter price for the month by 0.115.

§ 1034.54 Location adjustment to han-
dlers.

(a) The price for Class I milk at a
plant located outside the marketing area
and more than 50 miles by the shortest
hard-surface highway distance as de-
termined by the market administrator
from the nearest of the main post of-
fices of Dayton, Piqua, Springfield,
Urbana, or Wilmington, Ohio, shall
be the price computed pursuant to
§ 1034.51(a) reduced according to the
rates set forth in the following schedule
for the distance of the plant from such
nearest basing point:

Raste ver
hundred-

Distance o miles -eight
from basing Vo nt (cents)

More tbmn E0 mIle- - - _- 6. 0
For mch additional 10 milIe or fraction

thareof in excz- of 60 milez, an addi-
tlonnl .... 1.5

(b) Fluld milk products received by a
handler at a pool plant from another
pool plant shall be assigned for
Class I location adjustment credit,
at the appropriate distance rate as
set forth In paragraph (a) of this
rection, in a volume not in exces- of 110
percent of Class I rilk (exclusive of pro-
ducer milk diverted as Class I milk to
nonpool plants) at the transferee plant
less the sumn of receipts at such plant di-
rectly from producers and Class I milk
assigned to receipts from other order
plants and unre-ulated Supply plants.
Such assi-nments shall be made first to
transferor plants at which no location
adjustment credit is applicable and then
In sequence beginning with the plant at
which the least location adjustment
would apply. If a pool distributing plant
has direct receipts from producers less
than 110 percent of Class I rl at such
plant any bulk transfers to such plant
from another pool plant to which a lo-
cation credit applies shall be assigned to
the Class I disposition at the transferee
plant prorated with the sum of receipts
at such plant of producer rilk and the
pounds assigned as Class I to receipta
from other order plants and unregulated
supply plants.

§ 1034.55 Use of equivalent prices.

If for any reason a price quotation or
factor required by this part for comput-
ing class prices or for other purposes is
not available In the manner described,
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the market administrator shall use a
price or factor determined by the Secre-
tary to be equivalent to the price or fac-
tor which Is required.

APPLICATION OF PROVISIONS

§ 1034.60 Producer-handlers and Gov-
ernmental Agencies.

(a) Sections 1034.40 through 1034.55
and if 1034.61 through 1034.88 shall not
apply to a producer-handler.

(b) None of the provisions of this part
except § 1034.14 shall apply to a plant
operated by a governmental agency.
§ 1034.61 Plants subject io other Fed-

eral orders.
The provisions of this part other than

§ 1034.30, 1034.31, 1034.32, 1034.33, and
1034.34 shall not apply to:

(a) A distributing plant during any
month in which the milk at such plant
would be subject to the classification
and pricing provisions of another order
issued pursuant to the Act, unless such
plant qualified as a pool plant pursuant
to 1 1034.13(a) and a greater volume of
fluid milk products is disposed of from
such plant to retail or wholesale outlets
in the Miami Valley, Ohio, marketing
area and to pool plants under this part
than in the marketing area and to pool
plants regulated by such other order
during the current month and each of the
three months immediately preceding.

(b) A supply plant meeting the re-
quirements of I 1034.13(b) which also
continues to have pool plant status un-
der another Federal order.
§ 1034.62 Obligation of a handler oper-

ating a partially regulated distribut-
ing plant.

Each handler who operates a partially
regulated distributing plant shall pay to
the market administrator for the pro-
ducer-settlement fund on or before the
25th day after the end of the month
either of the amounts (at the handler's
election) calculated pursuant to para-
graph (a) or (b) of this section. If the
handler fails to report pursuant to
H4 1034.30 and 1034.32 the information
necessary to compute the amount speci-
fied In paragraph (a) of this section, he
shall pay the amount computed pursuant
to paragraph (b) of this section.

(a) An amount computed as follows:
(1) (1) The obligation that would

have been computed pursuant to
5 1034.70 had such plant been a pool
plant. For purposes of such computation,
receipts at such nonpool plant from a
pool plant or an other order plant shall
be assigned to the utilization at which
classified at the pool plant or other order
plant, transfers from such nonpool plant
to a pool plant or an other order plant
shall be classified as Class II milk if
allocated to such class at the pool plant
or other order plant and be valued at
the weighted average price of the respec-
tive order is so allocated to Class I milk.
There shall be included in the obligation
so computed a charge in the amount
specified in I 1034.70(f) and a credit in
the amount specified in § 1034.84(b) (2)
with respect to receipts from an un-
regulated supply plant, unless an obliga-

tion with respect to such plant is
computed as specified in subdivision (iI)
of this subparagraph.

(ii) If the operator of the partially
regulated distributing plant so requests,
and provides with his reports pursuant
to I§ 1034.30 and 1034.32, similar reports
with respect to the operations of any
other nonpool plant which serves as a
supply plant for such partially regulated
distributing plant by shipments to such
plant during the month equivalent to the
requirements of § 1034.13 (b), with agree-
ment of the operator of such plant that
the market administrator may examine
the books and records of such plant for
purposes of verification of such reports,
there will be added the amount of the
obligation computed at such nonpool
supply plant in the same manner and
subject to the same conditions as for the
partially regulated distributing plant.

(2) From this obligation there will be
deducted the sum of:

(I) The gross payments made by such
handler for Grade A milk received during
the month from dairy farmers at such
plant and like payments made by the
operator of a supply plant(s) included
in the computations pursuant to sub-
paragraph (1) of this paragraph; and

(i) Any payments to the producer-
settlement fund of another order under
which such plant is also a partially
regulated distributing plant.

(b) An amount computed as follows:
(1) Determine the respective amounts

of skim milk and butterfat disposed of
as route disposition (other than to pool
plants) in the marketing area;

(2) Deduct the respective amounts of
skim milk and butterfat received as
Class I milk at the partially regulated
distributing plant from pool plants and
other order plants, except that deducted
under a similar provision of another
order issued pursuant to the Act;

(3) Combine the amounts of skim
milk and butterfat remaining into one
total and determine the weighted average
butterfat content; and

(4) From the value of such milk at
the Class I price applicable at the loca-
tion of the nonpool plant, subtract its
value at the weighted average price ap-
plicable at such location (not to be less
than the Class II price).

DETERMINATION OF PRICES TO PRODUCERS

§ 1034.70 Computation of the net pool
obligation of each pool handler.

The net pool obligation of each pool
handier during each month shall be a
sum of money computed by the market
administrator as follows:

(a) Multiply the quantity of producer
milk in each class for such handler, as
computed pursuant to § 1034.45(c), by
the applicable class prices (adjusted pur-
suant to I§ 1034.53 and 1034.54) and add
the resulting amounts.

(b) Add the amount obtained from
multiplying the pounds of overage de-
ducted from each class pursuant to
1 1034.45(a) (11) and the corresponding
step of I 1034.45(b) by the applicable
class prices.

(c) Add the amount obtained for
multiplying the difference between the
Class II price for the preceding month
and the Class I price for the current
month by the hundredweight of skim
milk and butterfat subtracted from Class
I pursuant to 1 1034.45(a) (6) and the
corresponding step of I 1034.45(b).

(d) Add an amount determined by
multiplying the difference between the
Class I price for the preceding month
and the Class I price for the current
month by the hundredweight of skim
milk and butterfat subtracted from Clam
I pursuant to 5 1034.45(a) (3) and the
corresponding step of 1 1034,45(b) .If the
Class I price for the current month is
less than the Class I price for the pre-
ceding month the result shall be a minus
amount.

(e) Add an amount equal to the dif-
ference between the value at the Class I
price applicable at the pool plant and
the value at the Class II price, with re-
spect to skim milk and butterfat in other
source milk subtracted from Class I
pursuant to 5 1034.45(a) (4) and the
corresponding step of I 1034.45(b).

(f) Add an amount equal to the value
at the Class I price adjusted for location
(in the manner provided pursuant to
A 1034.54) of the nearest nonpool
plant(s) from which an equivalent vol-
ume was received, with respect to skim
milk and butterfat subtracted from
Class I pursuant to 5 1034.45(a) (8) and
the corresponding step of 1 1034.45(b).
§ 1034.71 Computation of u n i f o r in

price.
For each month the market adminis-

trator shall compute the uniform price
per hundredweight of producer milk, of
3.5 percent butterfat content, as follows:

(a) Combine into one total the values
computed pursuant to 1 1034.70 for all
handlers, except those of handlers who
failed to make payments required pur-
suant to If 1034.80 and 1034.84 for the
preceding month;

(b) Add an amount equal to the sum
of the location differential adjustments
computed pursuant to 1 1034.82;

(c) Subtract, If the weighted average
butterfat test of all producer milk is
greater than 3.5 percent, or add if the
weighted average butterfat test of such
milk is less than 3.5 percent an amount
computed by multiplying the difference
between such weighted average butterfat
test and 3.5 by the butterfat differential
computed pursuant to 1 1034.81;

(d) Add an amount representing not
less than one-half the unobligated bal-
ance In the producer-settlement fund;

(e) Divide the resulting amount by
the sum of the following for all handlers
included in these computations:

(1) The total hundredweight of pro-
ducer milk; and

(2) The total hundredweight for
which a value Is computed pursuant to
§ 1034.70(f);

(f) Subtract not less than 4 cents nor
more than 5 cents per hundredweight.
The result shall be the "weighted average
price" and, except for the months speci-
fied below, shall be the "uniform price"
for milk received from producers;
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(g) For the months specified in para-
graphs (h) and (I) of this section, sub-
-tract from the amount resulting from the
computation pursuant to paragraphs (a)
through (d) of this section an amount
computed by multiplying the hundred-
weight of milk specified in paragraph
(e) (2) of this section by the weighted
average price;
. (h) Subtract for each of the months
of April, May, June, and July an amount
computed by multiplying the total hun-
dredweight of producer milk for such
month by the following amounts: 20
cents in April, 25 cents in May and June,
and 20 cents in July;

(i) Add for each of the months of Sep-
tember, October, November, and Decem-
ber, 20, 30, 30, and 20 percent, respective-
ly, of the obligated balance in the pro-
ducer-settiement fund pursuant to
5 1034.83(b) on August 31, immediately
preceding;

(Q) Divide the resulting sum by the
total hundredweight of producer milk
included in these computations; and

(k) Subtract not less than 4 cents nor
more than 5 cents per hundredweight.
'The result shall be the "uniform price"
for milk received from producers.

PAYLIENTS

§ 1034.80 Time and method of payment
for producer milk.

(a) Except as provided in paragraphs
(b), (c), and (d) of this section, each
handler shall make payment for pro-
ducer milk received during the month as
follows:

(1) On or before the 27th day of each
month to each producer who did not dis-
continue shipping milk to such handler
before the 15th day of the month not less
than the Class 3I price for the preceding
month computed to the nearest 50 cents
multiplied by the hundredweight of milk
received from such producer during the
first 15 days of the month, less proper de-
ductions authorized by such producer to
be made from payments due pursuant to
this subparagraph;

(2) On or before the 17th day of the
following month to each producer, not
less than the uniform price, adjusted by
the butterfat and location differentials
to producers, multiplied by the hundred-
weight of milk received from such pro-
ducer during the month, subject to the
following adjustments:

(i) Less payments made to such pro-
ducer pursuant to subparagraph (1) of
this paragraph;

Cii) Less marketing service deductions
made pursuant to § 1034.87;

(iii) Plus or minus adjustments for
errors made in previous payments made
to such producer; and

iv) Less proper deductions author-
ized in writing by such producer.

(3) If by such date for final payment,
such handler has not received full pay-
ment from the market administrator
pursuant to § 1034.85 for such month, he
may reduce pro rata his payments to
producers by not more than the amount
of such underpayment. Payments to pro-
ducers shall be completed thereafter not
later than the date for making payments

pursaant to this paragraph next follow-
Ing after the receipt of the balance due
from the market administrator;

Cb) Payments required in paragraph
(a) of this section shall be made to a
cooperative ar.soclation, qualified under
§ 1034.5, or Its duly authorized agent
with respect to milk of producers which
the market administrator determines
have authorized such cooperative acso-
clation to collect payment for their mill
and the cooperative association has pre-
sented the handler with a written request
for such payments. Payments to the co-
operative assdclation under this para-
graph shall be made 1 day in advance of
the applicable payment dates in para-
graph (a), subject to the condition that
the association has provided the handier
with a written promise to reimburze the
handier the amount of any actual lozs
Incurred by such handier because of any
improper claim on the part of the coop-
erative association;

(c) On or before the 15th day of the
following month, each handler shall pay
to each cooperative association for mill
the handler receives during the month
from a pool plant operated by such as-
sociation, not less than the minimum
prices for milk in each cla , subject
to the applicable location and butterfat
differentials;

Cd) On or before the 15th day of the
following month, each handler, In his
capacity as operator of a pool plant, who
receives milk for which a cooperative-
association is the handler during the
month pursuant to § 1034.8(c) shall pay
such cooperative asoclation for such
milk at the uniform price, adjusted by
applicable butterfat and location differ-
entials; and

(e) None of the provisions of this sec-
tion shall be construed to restrict any
cooperative association qualified under
section 8c(5) F) of the Act from making
payment for milk to Its member pro-
ducers in accordance with such provi-
sion of the Act.
§ 1034.81 Butterfat differential to pro-

ducers.
The uniform price for producer milk

shall be increased or decreased for each
one-tenth of 1 percent that the butter-
fat content of such milk Is above or
below 3.5 percent, respectively, at the
rate determined by multiplying the
pounds of butterfat in producer mi al-
located to Class I and Class Ii milk
pursuant to § 1034.45 by the respective
butterfat differential for each class, di-
viding the sum of such values by the
total pounds of such butterfat and round-
ing the resultant figure to the nearest
one-tenth cent.
§ 1034.82 Location differentials to pro-

ducers and on nonpool mfilk.
(a) For the purposes of § 1034.71, the

uniform price at a pool plant shall be
reduced on the basis of the applicable
amount or rate for the location of such
pool plant pursuant to § 1034.54;

(b) For the purpose of computations
pursuant to § 1034.84 the welghted aver-
age price shall be adjusted on the ba
of the applicable amount or rate pur-

ruant to 2 103d.54, applicable at the Ioca-
tion of the nonp33l plant from which the
milk was received.

§ 1034.83 Producer-setflement fund.
The market administrator ghall estab-

lish and maintain a saparate fund
known as the "producer-settlement
fund", which ;h,?Il function as follovws:

(a) All payments made by handlers
pursuant to 0§ 1034.62, '1034.84, and
1034.86 sball be deposited in such fund
and out of which shall be made all pay-
ments pursuant to 5 1034.85 and
1034.86, ezcept that any payments due
to any handler s-M11 be offset by any pay-
ments due from such handler; and

(b) All amounts subtracted pursuant
to 5 1034.71(h) shall be deposited in this
fund and set a.side as an obligated bal-
ance until withdrawn to effectuate
§ 1034.80 in accordance with the require-
ments of § 1034.71(i).

§ 103.8-1 Payments to the producer-
e~tlcment fund.

On or before the 14th day of the fol-
lowing month each handler, including a
cooperative assoclation which is a
handler, shall pay to the market admin-
Istrator the amount, if any, by which the
total amount specified in paragraph (a)
of this section exceeds the amount
specified in paragraph (b) of this sac-
tion:

(a) The sum of the net pool obligation
computed pursuant to § 1034.70 for such
handler for the month; and

(b) The sum of:
(1) The valie of producer milk re-

calved by such handler at the applicable
uniform price specified in § 103C71 (in
the case of a cooperative association as a
pool handler pursuant to § 1034.8(c) the
value of milk so delivered to the pool
plant of another handler shall he com-
puted as a receipt of the latter); and

(2) The value at the. wighted aver-
age price(s) applicable at the location
of the plant(.) from which received (not
to be lezs than the value at the Clzzs Ii
price) with respect to other source milk
for which a value is computed pursuant
to 51034.70(f).

§ 1031.83 Payments out of the pro-
ducer-ettlement fund.

On or before the 16th day after the
end of each month the market admin-
istrator zhall pay to each handler the
amount, if any, by which the amount
computed pursuant to § 1034.84(b) e--
ceed the amount computed pursant to
§ 1034.84(a). The market adminis-tir-ator
shall offset any payment due any handler
against any payments due from such
handler.

§ 1034.C6 Adjustmentsoferrors.
Whenever audit by the market admin-

istrator of any handler's reports, books,
records, or accounts discloses adjut--t-
ments to be made, for any reason, which
results in monies due (a) the market ad-
ministrator from such handler, (b) such
handler from the market administrator,
or c) any producer or cooperative as-
soclation from such handler, the market
administrator shall promptly notify such
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handler of any such amount due, and
payment thereof shall be made on or be,.
fore the next date for making payments
set forth in the provision under which
such error occurred.
§ 1034.87 Marketing services.

(a) Deductions. Except as set forth
in paragraph (b) of this section, each
handler shall deduct an amount not
exceeding 6 cents per hundredweight,
or such lesser amount as the Sec-
retary from time to time may prescribe,
from the payments made pursuant to
1 1034.80, with respect to all milk re-
ceived by such handler during each
month from producers (not including
such handler's own production) and
from associations of producers, and shall
pay such deductions to the market ad-
ministrator on or before the 14th day
after the end of such month. Such
moneys shall be used by the market ad-
ministrator to verify weights, samples,
and tests of such milk received by
handlers and to provide such producers
and associations of producers with
market information, such services to be
performed in whole or in part by the
market administrator or by an agent
engaged by him and responsible to him.

(b) By cooperative associations. In the
case of producers for whom a cooperative
association Is actually performing as
determined by the Secretary, the services
set forth in paragraph (a) of this section,
each handler shall make, in lieu of the
deductions specified in paragraph (a) of
this section, such deductions from the
payments to be made to-such producers
as authorized by such producers and, on
or before the 16th day after the end of
the month, pay over such deductions to
the cooperative association rendering
such services.

§ 1034.88 Expense of administration.
As his prorata share of the expense of

administration of the order, each handler
(excluding a cooperative association in
its capacity as a handler pursuant to
§ 1034.8(c) with respect to milk delivered
to pool plants) shall pay to the market
administrator on or before the 14th day
after the end of the month, 2 cents per
hundredweight or such lesser amount as
the Secretary may prescribe, with respect
to:

(a) Producer milk (including such
handler's own production) ;

(b) Other source milk allocated to
Class I pursuant to j§ 1034.45 (a) (4) and
1034.45 (a) (8) and the corresponding
steps of § 1034.45(b) ; and

(c) Packaged Class I milk disposed of
from partially regulated distributing
plants as route disposition in the market-

g area that exceeds the hundredweight
of Class I milk received during the month
at such plants from pool plants and other
order plants.

EFFECTIVE TMtz, SUSPENSION OR
TERMINATION

§ 1034.90 Effective time.
The provisions of this part, or any

amendments to its provisions, shall be-
come effective at such time as the Secre-

tary may declare and shall continue in
force until suspended or terminated.
§ 1034.91 Suspension or termination.

The Secretary may suspend or termi-
nate this part or any provision of this
part, whenever he finds that it obstructs,
or does not tend to effectuate the de-
clared policy of the Act. This part shall
terminate, in any event, whenever the
provisions of the Act authorizing it cease
to be in effect.
§ 1034.92 Continuing power and duty

of the market administrator.
(a) If, upon the suspension or termi-

nation of any or all provisions of this
part, there are any obligations arising
under this part, the final accrual or as-
certainment of which requires further
acts by any handler, by the market ad-
ministrator, or by any other person, the
power and duty to perform such further
acts shall continue notwithstanding such
suspension or termination. Any such acts
required to be performed by the market
administrator shall, if the Secretary so
directs, be performed by such other per-
son, persons, or agency as the Secretary
may designate.

(b) The market administrator, or
such other person as the Secretary may
designate, shall (1) continue in such
capacity until discharged by the Sec-
retary, (2) from time to time account for
all receipts and disbursements, and when
so directed by the Secretary, deliver all
funds or property on hand, together with
the books and records of the market
administrator, or such person, to such
person as the Secretary may direct, and
(3) if so directed by the Secretary, ex-
ecute such assignments or other instru-
ments necessary or appropriate to vest in
such person full title to all funds, prop-
erty, and claims vested in the market
administrator or such person pursuant
hereto.
§ 1034.93 Liquidation after suspension

or termination.
Upon the suspension or termination of

any or all provisions of this part, the
market administrator, or such person as
the Secretary may designate shall, if so
directed by the Secretary, liquidate the
business of the market administrator's
office and dispose of all funds and prop-
erty then in his possession or under his
control together with claims for any
funds which are unpaid or owing at the
time of such suspension or termination.
Any funds collected pursuant to the pro-
visions of this part, over and above the
amounts necessary to meet outstanding
obligations and the expenses necessarily
incurred by the market administrator or
such person in liquidating and distribut-
ing such funds, shall be distributed o
the contributing handlers and producers
in an equitable manner.

MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS

§ 1034.100 Termination of obligations.
The provisions of this section shall ap-

ply to any obligation under this part for
the payment of money.

(a) The obligation of any handler to
pay money required to be paid under the
terms of this part shall, except as pro-
vided in paragraphs (b) and (W) of this
section, termInate 2 years after the last
day of the month during which the mar-
ket administrator receives the handler's
utilization report on the milk Involved in
such obligation, unless within such
2-year period the market administrator
notifies the handler in writing that such
money is due and payable. Service of
such notice shall be complete upon mail-
ing to the handler's last known addres,
and it shall contain but need not be
limited to, the following information:

(1) The amount of the obligation;
(2) The month(s) during which the

milk, with respect to which the obliga-
tion exists, was received or handled; and

(3) If the obligation is payable to one
or more producers or to an association
of producers, the name of such pro-
ducer(s) or association of producers, or
if the obligation is payable to the market
administrator, the account for which It
is to be paid.

(b) If a handler fails or refuses, with
respect to any obligation under this part,
to make available to the market adminis-
trator or his representatives all books and
records required by this part to be made
available, the market administrator may,
within the 2-year period provided for in
paragraph (a) of this section, notify the
handler- in writing of such failure or re-
fusal. If the market administrator so no-
tifles a handler, the said 2-year period
with respect to such obligation shall not
begin to run until the first day of the
month following the month during which
all such books and records pertaining
to such obligations are made available
to the market administrator or his repre-
sentatives.

(c) Notwithstanding the provisions of
paragraphs (a) and (b) of this section,
a handler's obligation under this part to
pay money shall not be terminated with
respect to any transaction involving
fraud or willful concealment of a fact,
material to the obligation, on the part
of the handler against whom the obliga-
tion is sought to be imposed.

(d) Any obligation on the part of the
market administrator to pay a handler
any money which such handler claims
to be due him under the terms of this
part shall terminate 2 years after the
end of the month during which the milk
involved in the claim was received if
an underpayment is claimed, or 2 years
after the end of the month during which
the payment (including deduction or set
off by the market administrator) was
made by the handler if a refund on such
payment Is claimed, unless such handler,
within the applicable period of time
files, pursuant to section 8c(15) (A) of
the Act, a petition claiming such money,
§ 1034.101 Agent.

The Secretary may, by designation in
writing, name any officer or employee of
the United States to act as his agent or
representative in connection with any of
the provisions of this part.
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§ 1034.102 Separability of proisions.

If any provision of this partk or the
application thereof to any person or cir-
cumstances, is held invalid, the re-
mainder of the part and the application
of such provision to other persons or
circumstances shall not be affected
thereby.

Signed at Washington, D.C., on June 8,
1967.

CLA =c H. Gnww,
Deputy Administrator

Regulatory Programs.
[F.R. eo. 67-6621; Filed. June 14, 1967;

8:45 an.]

Packers and Stockyards

Administration

[9 CFR Part 201 ]

REGULATIONS UNDER THE PACKERS
AND STOCKYARDS ACT

Notice of Proposed Rule Making

Notice is hereby given that, pursuant
to the provisions of section 407 (a) of the
Packers and Stockyards Act (7 U.S.C.
sec. 228(a)), the Packers and Stock-
yards Administration proposes to amend
§§ 201.10, 201.50, 201.52, 201.58, 201.61,
and 201.71 of Title 9 of the regulations
under the Packers and Stockyards Act,
1921, as amended (7 U.S.C. see. 181 et
seq.), as follows:

1. Paragraph (d) of § 201.10 would be
amended to cover only registration
policies and procedures. The remaining
provisons of the present regulation
would be covered by the proposed amend-
ment to § 201.61. As amended, paragraph
(d) would read, as follows:

§ 201.10 Requirements and procedures.

(d) No person applying for registra-
tion to engage in business as a market
agency selling livestock on a commission
or agency basis shall be registered to act
in the capacity of clearing agency for
any other person engaged in business as
a packer or as an independently operated
and separately registered market agency
or dealer.

§ 201.50 [Amended]

2. Paragraph (b) of § 201.50 would be
amended by adding "Scale test reports"
to the categories of records which stock-
yard owners, market agencies, dealers,
and licensees (commission merchants
and dealers) may destroy after they have
been retained for a period of 2 years.

§ 201.52 [Amended]

3. Section 201.52 would be amended by
changing the words "a trucker" and "the
trucker", appearing in the fast proviso,
to "any person" and "such person", re-
spectively.

4. Section 201.58 would be amended to
clarify the duties of market agencies and
licensees with respect to-the sale of con-

signed livestock or live poultry. The text
would be amended to read as follows:
§ 201.58 Sales to le made openly and in

a manner to promote interests of co-
signors and not conditioned on sales
of other consignments.

Every market agency and licenee en-
gaged in the business of selling livestock
or live poultry on a connkon or agency
basis shall sell the livestock or live poul-
try consigned to it openly and in such
manner as to best promote the interests
of the consignors. The market agency or
licensee shall sell each consignment of
livestock or live poultry on its merits, and
shall not make the sale of one consign-

Done at Wad ngton, D.C., this Sth day
of June 19G7.

DonsxAo A. CsswaraL,
Acting Administrator, Pae:ers
and Stocvjyards Adminristration.

[PR. Dcc. G7-G7"2; Fllcd. June 14, 1657;
9:43 am]

[9 CFR Part 203 ]
STATEMENT OF GENERAL POLICY

UNDER THE PACKERS AND STOCK-
YARDS ACT

Vacation of Rate Orders
ment of livestock or live poultry condi- Notice is hereby given that pursuant
tional on the sale of another and dif- to section 407(a) of the Packers and
ferent consignment of livestock or live Stoclyards Act, 1921, as amended (7
poultry: Provided, That this shall not 1'U.S.C. 181 et seq.), the Packers and
prohibit the sale In graded lots of live- Stclyards Administration proposes to
stock or live poultry belonging to dif- Issue the following statement of general
ferent consignors who have consented policy under said Act as § 203.11 of Title 9,
thereto. In such cases, settlement shall Code of Federal Regulations:
be on the basis of the weight shown on § 203.11 Statement with respect to vaca-
the scale ticket issued at the time the tion of rate orders under the Packers
consignor's livestock or live poultry is and Stockyards Act.
weighed. (a) Under the Packers and Stockiyards

5. Paragraph (a) of § 201.61 would be Act, formal rate orders prescribing rea-
broadened to prohibit selling agencies sonable rates and charges for the fur-
from clearing or financing other selling nishing of stockyard services have ben
agencies, buying agencies, and packers, issued at various times. There are now
as well as dealers. The heading and test in effect 26 such orders, 14 of which re-
of such paragraph would be amended to late to rates and charges for steckyard
read as follows: services furnis-ed by stockyard csera-
§ 201.61 Blarket agencies engaged in tors and 12 of which concern rates and

selling or purchasing livestock on charges for services furnished by mar-
commission. het agencies. Most of the basie orders in

(a) Market agencies engaged in sel- these c"-es have been in effect for more
ing livestock on commission not to clear than 20 years. From time to time the
or 11nance dealers, marl:et agencies, or respondents have petitioned for modfi-
packers. No market agency engaged in cations of such orders to reflect changed
selling. livestock on a commission or circumstances or conditions and when
agency basis shall clear, finance, or fur- such petitions have been found to be
nish office space, bookkeeping, or s a Justified they have bean granted. In zac-
services to any unregistered dealer or cordance with the administrative prece-
market agency, or any independently op- dure provisions of Title 5 of the United
erated and separately reoistered dealer States Code (5 U.S.C. 553), the Rules of
or market agency, or any packer. Nor Practice Governing Proceedings under
shall such a market agency enter into the Packers and Stockyards Act (9 CF
any agreement, relationship, or =- ocla- 201.1 et seq.) require that notice of every
tion with any dealer, market agency, or peUtion for modification which involves
packer which might have the tendency an increase In rates and chargez, or a
to lessen the loyalty of the market agency rate or charge for services not thereto-
to its consignors or Impair the quality of fore covered by order, shall be published
the market agency's selling services, in the Fn Rn-xsrva and interesed

persons be given an opportunity to file
with the Hearlng Clerk a written request

§ 201.71 [Amended] to be heard in the matter. The rules of
6. Section 201.71 would be amended by practice also provide that an answer to

deleting the words "not later than Janu- such a petition shall be filed within 20
ary 1, 1965,". days from date of publication of such

Any person who wishes to submit rwlt- notice. Under section 313 of the Act, an
ten data, views, or arguments concerning order concerning rates and charges may
the proposed amendments may do so by not be made effective in less tha 5 days
filigthe m ins dlicaeith the do r b after signature. With respect to a stock-ligthem in duplicate with the Hear- yard operator or market agency not sub-
ing Clerk, U.S. Department of Agricul- ject to a formal rate order, changes may
ture, Washington, D.C. 20250, on or be- be made in Its rates and charges upon 10
fore June 30,1967. days' notice to the public and the De-

All written submisons made pursuant partment: Provided, howerer, That any
to this notice will be made available for such change may be suspended for a total
public inspection at such times and period of 60 days in any instance in
places and in a manner convenient to which it appears the change would result
the public businezs (7 CFR 1.27(b)). in unJust, unreasonable, or discrimin-
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tory rates and charges and a hearing
held with respect to the matter.

(b) During the period the basic rate
orders have been in effect, an informal
procedure has developed in connection
with proposed modification of rates or
charges of the stockyard owners and
market agencies subject to such orders.
The stockyard owners and market agen-
cies have become familiar with the type
of information necessary to substantiate
changes in prescribed rates or charges
and to show the reasonableness thereof.
In most instances those desiring to mod-
Ify the rates or charges seek an advance
indication of the attitude of the Packers
and Stockyards Administration toward
the changes to be proposed. In the event
there is a question as to the data sub-
mitted or as to reasonableness of the
changes, additional information is sought
or conferences are held between repre-
sentatives of the Administration and the
parties concerned. This method has
proved very satisfactory as a means of
resolving doubts, adjusting differences
and reaching an agreement concerning
the proposed modification of the rates
and charges. In practically all cases a
tentative agreement is reached before a
petition for modification of the rate order
Is filed with the Hearing Clerk. There
have been very few instances in which an
interested person has submitted any
data, views, or comments or filed a re-
quest to be heard in connection with a
petition pursuant to the notice published
in the FEDERAL REGISTER.

(c) After a basic rate order has been
in effect for a period of 10 years, there
would not appear to be any useful pur-
pose served, under normal conditions, in
continuing such order in effect, thereby
necessitating the continuation of the
formal procedure for obtaining a modifi-
cation of the rates and charges referred
to in paragraph (a) of this section. It is
the view of the Packers and Stockyards
Administration, therefore, that when a
basic rate order has been in effect for a
period of 10 years, the Department
should entertain a petition for dismissal
or vacation of such rate order and unless
economic conditions, or the marketing
structure in the trade territory, or other
circumstances require otherwise, such
petition should be concurred in. This
would place the stockyard owner or mar-
ket agencies affected by the rate order in
question on the same basis as those stock-
yard owners and market agencies which
are not subject to formal rate orders.
This procedure would not affect the basic
protective rate provisions of the Packers
and Stockyards Act should it become
necessary to Invoke them.

Any person who desires to submit writ-
ten data, views, or arguments in connec-
tion with the aforesaid proposal, should
file the same, in duplicate, with the Hear-
ing Clerk, Room 112, Administration
Building, Washington, D.C. 20250, not
later than July 21, 1967.

All written submissions made pursuant
to this notice will be made available for
public inspection at such times and
places and in a manner convenient to the
public business (7 CFR 1.27(b)).

Done at Washington, D.C., this 9th day
of June 1967.

DONALD A. CAMPBELL,
Acting Administrator.

[P.R. Doc. 67-6708; Filed, June 14, 1967;
8:46 am.]

DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

[ 14 CFR Part 39 ]
[Docket No. 8205]

AIRWORTHINESS DIRECTIVES

Vickers Viscount Models 744, 745D,
810 Series Airplanes

The Federal Aviation Administration
is considering amending Part 39 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations by adding
an airworthiness directive applicable to
Vickers Viscount Models 744, 745D, and
810 Series airplanes. There have been
failures of the Graviner type D.1870N/1
overheat detectors fitted in the breather
outlet dues in the auxiliary gear box
drive region of the engine intermediate
casing of Dart R.D. a7 engines to activate
the fire alarm warning system. Based on
an investigation of the Graviner detec-
tors, it has been determined that these
detectors will not activate the fire alarm
system in an overheating situation at a
temperature low enough to permit reme-
dial action to be taken to prevent or
control fire in this section of the engine.
The proposed AD requires the replace-
ment of specified Graviner overheat de-
tectors with detectors designed to operate
at a lower temperature range.

Interested persons are invited to par-
ticipate in the making of the proposed
rule by submitting such written data,
views, or arguments as they may desire.
Communications should identify the
docket number and be submitted in du-
plicate to the Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Office of the General Counsel.
Attention, Rules Docket, 800 Independ-
ence Avenue SW., Washington, D.C.
20590. All communications received on
or before July 15, 1967, will be considered
by the Administrator before taking ac-
tion upon the proposed rule. The pro-
posals contained in this notice may be
changed in the light of comments re-
ceived. All comments will be available,
both before and after the closing date for
comments, in the Rules Docket for exam-
ination by-interested persons.

This amendment is proposed under the
authority of sections 313(a), 601, and
603 of the Federal Aviation Act of 1958
(49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421, and 1423).

In consideration of the foregoing, it is
proposed to amend § 39.13 of Part 39
of the Federal Aviation Regulations by
adding the following new airworthiness
directive:
VicxERs. Applies to Viscount Models 744,

745D and 810 Series airplanes.
Within the next 1,000 hours' time in serv-

ice after the effective date of this AD, .lnlesi
already accomplished:

Replace Graviner D,870 or D.187ON/l loop
type overheat detectors with Graviner D,5352
N/I coil overheat detectors. Replace Graviner
point type detectors as shown In the fol-
lowing table:

Existing PIN Replacentcet PIN
Graviner 4D/3 ----- Gravlner 134D/3.
Graviner 13D/3 ---- Oravner 135D/3.
Graviner 68D/3 -...... GravIner 138D/3.
Graviner 150D/07/ Graviner 150D/07/210.

180.
Replace the detectors in accordance with

British Aircraft Corp. Ltd. (BAC), Modifica-
tion Bulletin No. D2187. Issue 2 (700 Serles),
and Modification Bulletin No. FO.2055, Issue
2 (810 Series), or an equivalent approved by
the Chief, Aircraft Certification Staff, Europe,
Africa, and Middle East Region.

Issued in Washington, D.C., on June
6, 1967.

EDWARD C. HODSON,
Acting Director,

Flight Standards Service.

[F.R. Dec. 87-6710; Filed, June 14, 1067;
8:46 am,]

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
Bureau of Land Management

[43 CFR Subpart 2244 1

OIL SHALE LANDS

Exchanges; Extension of Time for
Filing Comments

Basis and purpose. Notice Is hereby
given that the time for submitting com-
ments to the Director, Bureau of Land
Management, Department of the Inte-
rior, Washington, D.C. 20240, on the pro-
posed amendments to the regulations
regarding exchanges of privately owned
lands under the Taylor Grazing Act, pub-
lished at 32 P.R. 7085 on May 10, 1967, Is
hereby extended for sixty (60) days from
the date of publication In the FXDZRAL
REGISTER of this notice.

STEWART L. UDALL,
Secretary of the Interior.

Juus 8, 1967.
[F.R. Doec. 67-0692; Filed, June 14, 1007;

8:45 am.]

[43 CFR Part 3170 1

OIL SHALE

Extension of Time for Filing
Comments

Basis and purpose. Notice Is hereby
given that the time for submitting com-
ments to the Director, Bureau of Land
Management, Department of the Inte-
rior, Washington, D.C. 20240, on the pro-
posed amendments to the regulations re-
garding the leasing of oil shale lands,
published at 32 P.R. 7086 on May 10, 1967,
Is hereby extended for sixty (60) days
from the date of publication In the F1m-
ERAL REGISTER of this notice.

SrEWART L. UDALL,
Secretary of the Interior.

JUNE 8, 1967.
s [F.R. Doc. 67-6803; FIled, June 14, 1007;

8:45 a.m.]
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Notices
DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY

Office of the Secretary
[Antidumping-ATS 643.3-11

DISC BRAKE PADS FROM CANADA

Notice of Tentative Determination
Ju-ns 7, 1967.

Information was received on June 13,
1966, that disc brake pads imported from
Canada, manufactured by Atom-Otive
Products, Rexdale, Ontario, Canada, were
being sold at less than fair value within
the meaning of the Antidumping Act,
1921, as amended (19 U.S.C. 160 et seq.).
This information was the subject of an
"Antidumping Proceeding Notice" which
was published pursuant to § 14.6(d),
Customs Regulations, in the FnERAL
REGISTER of September 16, 1966, on
page 12106 thereoL

I hereby make a tentative determina-
tion that disc brake pads imported from
Canada, manufactured by Atom-Otive
Products, Rexdale, Ontario, Canada, are
not being, nor likely to be, sold at less
than fair value within the meaning of
section 201(a) of the Antidumping Act,
1921, as amended (19 U.S.C. 160(a)).

Statement of reasons on wh.ich this
tentative determination is based. It was
determined that the appropriate basis of
comparison for fair value purposes was
between exporter's sales price and ad-
justed third'country price. Sales in the
United States were made to varying cate-
gQries of purchasers at different dis-
counts depending on the category of pur-
chasers.

As 85 percent of the third country
sales were made to a brake shoe builder,
exporter's sales price was computed on
the basis of sales to U.S. purchasers who
built brake shoes. From the price to this
category of purchaser, there were
deducted the appropriate category of
purchaser discount, the included duty
and inland freight and commissions as
applicable. Any other expense of selling
in the United States was negligible.

Adjusted third country price was com-
puted on the basis of the f.o.b. plant price
to a third country purchaser who pur-
chased by far the preponderance of the
disc brake pads exported to third coun-
tries. A quantity discount to this pur-
chaser was deducted as all U.S. pur-
chasers bought in quantities per order
which justified the deduction in calculat-
ing adjusted third country price. In
addition a commercial discount granted
to this customer, as well as to any other
third country customer, was deducted.

Exporter's sales price was not lower
than adjusted third country price. It
was noted that regardless of the category
of purchaser discount- granted to U.S.
customers other than brake shoe build-
ers, the results would be the same.

Such written submisons as Interested
parties may care to make with rezect
to the contemplated action will be given
appropriate consideration by the Sec-
retary of the Treasury.

If any person believes that any in-
formation obtained by the Bureau of
Customs in the course of this antidump-
ing proceeding is inaccurate or that for
any other reason the tentative deter-
mination is in error, he may request In
writing that the Secretary of the Treas-
ury afford him an opportunity to prezent
his views In this reg-ard.

Any such written submissions or re-
quests should be addrezsed to the Com-
missioner of Customs, 2100 K Street
NW., Washington, D.C. 20226, in time to
be received by his office not later than
30 days from the date of publication of
this notice in the FcoEnnr Ra:isrmr.

This tentative determination and the
statement of reasons therefor are pub-
lished pursuant to § 14.8(a) of the Cus-
toms Regulations (19 CFR 14.8(a)).

[sEALI TaU DAVIS,
Assistant Secretary of the Treasury.

[P.R. Doc. 67-67.9; Filed. Juno 14. 19G7;
8:49 axm.

[Antidumplng-ATS 043.3-WI
PLASTIC CONTAINERS FROM

CANADA
Determination of Sales at Not Loss

Than Fair Value
Jmm 7, 1967.

On April 12, 19G7, there was published
in the Fm)Enr. REGisTER a ' Notice of In-
tent to Discontinue Investigation and
of Tentative Determination That No
Sales Exist Below Fair Value" with re-
spect to plastic containers manufac-
tured by Reliance Products, Ltd., Winni-
peg, Canada.

The notice stated, with respect to con-
sumer and industrial type containers
(other than 5-gallon industrial con-
tainers). that purchase price w,- not
found to be lower than adjusted home
market price, and that there are not, and
are not likely to be, sales below fair value.
With respect to the 5-gallon industrial
containers, the notice stated that be-
cause of price revisions, there are not,
and are not likely to be, sales below fair
value.

No persuasive evidence or argument to
the contrary having been presented
within 30 days of the publication of the
above-mentioned notice In the FEnas
REGISTER, I hereby determine that for the
above-stated reasons, plastic containers
from Canada, manufactured by Reliance
Products, Ltd., Winnipeg, Canada, are
not being, and are not likely to be, sold
at less than fair value within the mean-
ing of section 201(a) of the Antidump-

ing Act, 1921, as amended (19 U.S.C. 160
(a).

This determination and the statement
of the reas ons therefor are published
pursuant to section 201(c) of the Anti-
dumping Act, 1921, as amended (19
U.S.C. 160(c)).

[smml Taun DAVIs,
AcsMant Secretary of the Treasury.

[P.AL Dan. G7-6G95; Pied, June 14, 1937;
8:50 am.)

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
Bureau of Land Management

[Monte n 15931

MIONTANA

Notice of Classification of Lands for
Multiple Use Management

J=x 9,1957.
1. Pursuant to the Act of September

19, 1964 (43 US.C. 1411-18) and the
regulations in 43 CFR Parts 2410 and
2411, the public lands within the areas
described below together with any lands
therein that may become public lands in
the future are hereby classified for mul-
tiple-use management. Publication of
this notice h' the effect of ssgregat-
ing the dezcribed lands from appropri-
ation only under the agricultural land
lav.s (43 U.S.C. Pts. 7 and 9; 25 US.C.
sec. 334) and from sales under section
2455 of the Revlszd Statutes (43 U.S.C.
1171) and the lands shall remain open to
all other applicable forms of appropria-
tion, including the mining and mineral
)easing laws. As used herein, "public
lands" means any lands withdrawn or
reserved by Executive Order 6910 of No-
vember 26, 19Z4, as amended, or within
a grazing district established pursuant
to the Act of June 28, 1934 (48 Stat.
12690), as amended, which are not other-
wise withdrawn or reerved for a Federal
use or purpoze.

2. No comments were received in re-
sponse to the notice of proposed clazsi-
fieation publiszhed in the Fz=A,. REGis-
TM (32 FM. 5379-5381) dated March 30,
1907. Several comments were received
at the public hearing held April 13, 1967
a t Dillon, Mont. All comments were care-
fully considered and no changes were
deemed necezzary as a result of the com-
ments. The record showing comments
received and other information can be
examined in the Dillon District Ofce,
Dillon, M.ont., and the land Office, Bu-
reau of Land Management, Federal
Building, Billings. Mont.

3. The public lands affected by this
clasziflcation are located within the fol-
lowing described area and are shown on
maps on file in the Dillon District Of-
ice, Dillon, Mont., and on maps and rec-
ords in the Land Office, Bureau of Land
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Management, Federal Building, Billings,
Mont.

fINCipAL Mzmm , Mo 0AeA

AZ&VEMHZAD 0OU Tr

T. 13 S., R. 1 E,
see. 33.

T. 14 S., R. 1 E.,
Sees. 1 to 5, inclusive;
Sees. 8 to 17, inclusive;
Secs. 20 to 29, inclusive;
Sees. 31 to 36, inclusive.

T. 15 S., R. 1 E.,
Sees. 5 and 6.

T. 13 S., R. 1 W.,
Secs. 13 to 24, inclusive.

T. 14 S., R. 1W.,
Sees. 81 to 36, inclusive.

T. 15 S., R. 1W,
Sees. 1 to 3, inclusive.

T. 13 S., R. 2 W.,
sees. 1 to 18, inclusive;
Sees. 20 to 24, Inclusive.

T. 14 S., R. 2 W.,
Sees. 18 and 19;
Sees. 26 to 36, inclusive.

T. 15 S., R.2 W,
Sees. and 6.

Tps. 13 to 15 S., R. a W.
Tps. 18 to 15 S., R. 4 W.
T. 10 S., R. 5 W.,

Sees. 8 to 8, inclusive;
Sees. 17 and 18.

T. 11 S., R. 5 W.,
Ses 2 to 11, inclusive;
Secs. 14 to 23. inclusive;
See. 26 to 35, inclusive.

T ps. 13 to 15 S.,R. 5 W.
T. 9 S., R. 6 W.,

Sees. 4 to 9, inclusive;
Sees. 16 to 21, inclusive;
Sece. 28 to 30, Inclusive;
Sec. $8.

T. 10 S.. R. 6 W..
See. 1 to 4, inclusive;
Sees. 10, 11, 12,15, and 31.

Tpx. 11 to 14 S., R. 6 W.
T. 15 S., R. 6 W.,

Sees. 2 to 10, inclusive;
Sees. 17 to 20, inclusive.

T. 8 S., R. 7 W.,
Secs. 19 to 21, inclusive;
Sees. 28 to 33, inclusive.

T. 9 S., R. 7 W.,
Ses. 1 to 6, inclusive;
Sees. 8 to 15, inclusive;
Sees. 22 to 25, inclusive.

T. 10 S., R. 7 W.,
Sees. 6 to 8, inclusive;
Sees. 17 to 22, inclusive;
Sees. 27 to 36, Inclusive.

Pps. 11 to 14 S., R. 7"W.
T. 15 S., R. 7 W.,

Sees. 1 to 3, Inclusive;
See. 10 to 15, inclusive;
Sees. 22 to 24, inclusive.

T. 4 S.. R. 8 W.,
Sec. 31.

T. 5 S., R. 8 W.,
Seces. 1 to 18, inclusive.

T. 8 8., R. 8 W.,
Sees. 23 to 26, inclusive;
Sees. 35 and 36.

T. 9 S., R. 8 W.,
See. 7;
Sees. 17 to 22, inclusive:
Secs. 27 to 35, Inclusive.

Tps. 10 to 14 S., R. 8W.
T. 1 S., R. 9 W.,

Secs. 18 to 20, inclusive;
Sees. 29 to 32, inclusive.

T. 2 S., R. 9 W.,
Sees. 5 to 10, inclusive;
Sees. 15 to 22, inclusive;
Secs. 26 to 35, inclusive.

NOTICES

T. 3 S., R. 9 W.,
Sees. 2 to 11, inclusive;
Sees. 14 to 23, Inclusive;
Sees. 27 to 34, inclusive.

T. 4 S., R. 9 W.,
Sees. 2 to 11, inclusive;
Sees. 14 to 36, Inclusive.

T. 5 S., R. 9 W.,
Sees. 1 to 7, inclusive;
Sees. 18 and 19,

T. 6 S., R. 9 W.,
Sees. - and 8;
Sees. 17 to 20, inclusive;
Sees. 28 to 34, inclusive.

T. 7 S., R. 9 W.,
Sees. 3 to 8, inclusive.

T. 8 S., R. 9 W.,
Sees. 18 to 20, inclusive;
Sees. 28 to 35, inclusive.

Tps. 9 to 13 S.,1R. 9 W.
T. 14 S., R. 9 W.,

Sees. 1 to 3, Inclusive;
Sees. 11 to 15, inclusive;
Sees. 22 to 27, Inclusive;
See. 36.

T. 15 S., R. 9 W.,
Sec. 1.

T. 1 S., R. 10 W.,
Sees. 3 to 15, inclusive.

T. 2 S., R. 10 W.,
SeCs. 23 to 26, inclusive;
Sees. 35 and 36.

T. 3 S., R. 10 W.,
Secs. 1 and 2.

T. 5 S., R. 10 W.,
Sees. 24 and 25.

T. 6 ., R. 10 W,
Sec. 1;
Sees. 11 to 14, Inclusive;
Sees. 16 to 36. Inclusive.

Tps. 7 to 10 S.,R. 10 W.
T. 11 S., R. 10 W.,

Sees. 1 to 28, inclusive;
Sees. 33 to 36, inclusive.

T. 12 S., R. 10 W.,
Sees. 1 to 4, inclusive;
Sees. 10 to 14, Inclusive;
Sees. 22 to 26, inclusive;
Sees. 29 to 32, Inclusive;
See. 36.

T. 13 S., R. 10 W,
Sees. 5 to 9, inclusive;
Sees. 15 to 22, inclusive;
Sece. 27 to 36. Inclusive.

T. 14 S, R. 10 W.,
Sees. 2 to 5, Inclusive;
Sees. 8 to 11, Inclusive;
Secs. 14,15,22,23,26, and 27;
Sees. 31 to 35, inclusive.

T. 15 s., B. 10 W.,
Sees. 2 to 11, inclusive;
Sees. 15 to 22, inclusive.

T. 1N., R. 11W.,
See. 19;
Sees. 26 to 36, inclusive.

T. I S., R, 11 W.,
Sees. I and 2;
Sees. 5 to 8, inclusive;
Sees. 17 and 18.

T. 6 S., R. 11 W.,
Sees. 18 and 19;
Sees. 25 to 36, Inclusive.

Tps. 7 to 10 S., l. 11 W.
T. 11 S., R. 11 W.,

Sees. I to 24, inclusive;
Sees. 26 to 33, inclusive.

T. 12 S., R. 11 W.,
Sees. 5 to 8, inclusive;
Sees. 18 and 36.

T. 13 S., R. 11 W.,
Sees. 1, 2, 7;
Sees. 11 to 14, inclusive;
Sees. 18,19,30, and 31.

T. 14 S., R. 11 W.,
Sees. 4 to 10, inclusive;
Sees. 15 to 23, inclusive;
Sees. 25 to 36, inclusive.

T. 15 S., R. 1 W.,
Sece. 1 to 17, inclusive;
Sees. 21 to 24, inclusive;
Sees. 26 to 28, Inclusive;
Sees. 34 and 35.

T. 17., R. 12 W.,
Secs. 3, 10, and 11;
Sec. 13 to 15, inclusive;
Secs. 23 and 24.

T. 2 X., R. 12 W.,
Sees. 31 to 33, inclusive.

T. 5 S., R. 12 W,,
Sees. 32 to 34, Inclusive.

T. 6 S., R. 12 W.,
Sees. 4 to 8, inclusive;
Sees. 13 to 36, Inclusive.

Tps. 7 to 10 S.. R. 12 W.
T. 11 S., R. 12 W.,

Sees. 1 to 6, inclusive;
Sees. 8 to 17, Inclusive;
Sees. 21 to 28, inclusive;
Sees. 33 to 36, Inclusive.

T. 12 S,, R. 12 W.,
Secs. 1 to 4, inclusive;
Sees. 10 to 15, inclusive;
Secs. 22 to 27, Inclusive;
Sees. 33 to 35, inclusive.

T. 13 S., R. 12 W.,
Sees. 2 to 4, inclusive;
Sees. 9 to 15, Inclusive;
Sees. 22 to 26, inclusive;
Sees. 35 and 36.

T. 14 S., R. 12 W.,
Sees. 1, 12, 13, 24, and 25.

T. 1 N., B. 13 W.,
Sees. 4,7,8, and 18.

T. 2 N., R. 13 W.,
Sees. 33 to 36, inclusive.

T. 8 S., R. 13 W.,
Sees. 1, 2;
Sees. 11 to 15, Inclusive;
Sees. 21 to 28, Inclusive;
Secs. 31 to 36, Inclusive.

Tps. 9 and 10 S., R. 13 W.
T. 11 S., R. 13 W.,

Sees. 1 to 9, inclusive;
Secs. 17 to 21, Inclusive;
Secs. 28 to 33, inclusive.

T. 127., R. 14 w.,
Sees. 23, 26,27,28, 33, 34, and 35.

T. 1 S., R. 14 W.,
See. 4.

T. 9 S., R. 14 W.,
Sees. I and 2, inclusive;
Sees. 10 to 16, inclusive;
See. 19;
Sees. 21 to 28, inclusive;
Sees. 30 to 36, inclusive.

T. 10 S., B. 14 W.
T. 11 s., n. 14 W.,

Sees. 1 to 28, inclusive:
Sees. 33 to 36, inclusive.

T. 12 S., R. 14 W.,
Sees. 1 to 4, Inclusive;
Sees. 9 to 11, inclusive;
See. 16.

T. 9 S., R. 15 W.,
Sees. 23 to 26, inclusive;
Sees. 35 and 36.

T. 10 S., R. 15 W.,
Sees. 1 to 3, inclusive;
Sees. 10 to 16, Inclusive;
Sees. 21 to 28, Inclusive;
Sees. 34 to 36, Inclusive.

T. 4 S., R. 16 W.,
Sees. 17 to 20, Inclusive;
Sees. 28,29, and 33.

T. 5 S.. R. 16 W.,
Sees 11, 12, 14, and 15.

T. 3 S., R. 17 W.,
Sees. 14, 23, 24, and 26.

The public lands In the areas de-
scribed aggregate approximately 664,420
acres.

4. F or a period of 30 days from the
date of publication in the FzDUnAL REa-
ISTER this classification shall be subject
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to the exercise of administrative review
and modification by the Secretary of the
Interior as provided for in 43 CFR
2411.2c.

HAROLD Tysx,
State Director.

[F-R. Doc- 67-6733; Filed, June 14, 1967;
8:48 am.]

[Montana 13611

MONTANA

Notice of Classification of Lands for
Multiple Use Management

JuNE 9, 1967.
1. Pursuant to the Act of September

19, 1964 (43 U.S.C. 1411-18) and to the
regulations in 43 CFR Parts 2410 and
2411, the public lands within the areas
described below together with any lands
therein that may become public lands in
the future are hereby classified for mul-
tiple-use management. Publication of
this notice has the effect of segregating
the described lands from (a) appropria-
tion only under the agricultural land
laws (43 U.S.C. Pts. 7 and 9; 25 U.S.C. sec.
334); from sales under section 2455 of
the Revised Statutes (43 U.S.C. 1171);
and (b) of further segregating the lands
described in paragraph 5 of this notice
from the operation of the general mining
laws (30 U.S.C. 21), and the lands de-
scribed in paragraphs 4 and 5 shall re-
main open to all other applicable forms
of appropriation, including the mining
and mineral leasing laws. As used herein,
"public lands" means any lands with-
drawn or reserved by Executive Order No.
6910 of November 26, 1934, as amended,
or within a grazing district established
pursuant to the Act of June 28, 1934 (48
Stat. 1269), as amended, which are not
otherwise withdrawn or reserved for a
Federal use or purpose.

2. Several comments have been made
as a result of the notice of proposed clas-
sification (32 P.R. 2980, 2981) and the
public hearing which was held on Feb-
ruary 23, 1967. All comments were care-
fully considered and were generally fa-
vorable. The record containing these
comments is on Mle and can be examined
in the Missoula District Office, Missoula,
Mont., and the Land Office, Billings,
Mont.

3. The public lands affected by this
classification are located within the Gar-
net Range and are shown on maps on
file in thelMissoula District Office, Bu-
reau of Land Management, 316 Savings
Center, Missoula, Mont., and in the Land
Office, Bureau of Land Management,
Federal Building, Billings, Mont.

4. The lands are located generally
west of the Continental Divide between
the Clark Fork and Blackfoot Rivers, and
are described as follows:

PRINmciPAL MminrI& MoNTAN

PORTIONS OF POWELL, GRAMrrE, SIISSOULA, AND
LEMV/S AND CLARK COUNTMS

T. 11 N., i. 7 W.,
Sec. 19;
Sees. 29 to 33, inclusive.

T. 11 X., R. 8 V.
See. 3 to 11, Inclusive;
Sees. 13 to 30, inclusive.

T. 12 N., R. 8 V.,
Secs. 18, 19, and 20;
Sees. 29 to 33, inclusive.

Tps. 10, 11, and 12 I., P. 0 V.
T. 14 N.. R. 9 V.,

Secs. 1 to 4, Inclusive;
Sees. 9 to 17, inclusive;
Sees. 19 to 30, inclusive.

Tps. 9. 10, 11. and 12 IT., .. 10 W.
T. 13 N. R. 10 W.,

Secs. 6, 7, and 8;
Sees. 17 to 20, inclusive;
Sees. 28 to 34. Inclusive.

T. 14 N., 1. 10 W.,
Sees. 4 to 11, Inclusive:
Sees. 13 to 34, inclusive;
See. 36.

T. 15 N., 1. 10 W..
Sees. 29 to 32, inclus1ve.

T. 9 N., It. 11 V.,
Sees. 1 to 16, Inclusive;
Sees. 21 to 27, Inclusive;
Sees. 35 and 30.

Tps. 10. 11. 12.13, and 14 IT., I. 11 W.
T. I0 N., R. 12 W.,

See. 10.
Tps. 11, 12, 13, and 14 IT., P. 12 WT.
Tps. 11, 12, 13, 14, and 16 IT., R. 13 VT.
T. 11 N., 1. 14 VT.,

Sees. 1 to 27. Inclusive:
Sees. 33 to 36, inclusive.

Tps. 12 and 13 N., R. 14 W.
T. 14 N., n. 14 V.,

Sec. 12.
T. 16 X.. R. 14 W..

Sees. 2, 4. 8, 10, and 20.
T. 11 N., R. 15 W.,

Sees. 1to 18, Inclusive;
Sees. 21 to 24, inclusive.

Tps. 12 and 13 IT, F. 16 W.
T. 14 N.. P. 15 W,

Sees. 6 and 17.
T. 16 X., R. 15 V.,

See. 34.
T. 11 N..BP 16 W.,

Sees. 1 to 14, inclusive;
Sec. 16.

Tps. 12 and 13 IT.. B. 10W.
T. 14 N., R. 16 N7.,

Sees. 26 and 32.
T. 11 IT., R. 17 W.,

Sees. 1, 2, 11, and 12.
T. 12 N., n. 17 W.,

Ses. 1 to 18. Inclunve:
Sees. 20 to 26, inclusive;
Secs. 34 to 30, Inclusive.

T. 13 N.. I. 17 V.,
Secs. 1 to 4. Inclusive;
Sees. 7 to 36. Incltsive.

T. 12 N., n. 18 W.,
Sees. 1. 2, and 3;
Sees. 11 to 14, Incluive.

T. 13 N., R. 18 W.,
Sees. 13 to 31, Inclusive;
Sees. 33 to 30, Inclusive.

The areas described aggregate3 ap-
proximately 119,400 acres of public land.

5. As provided in paragraph 1 above,
the following lands are further zezre-
gated from jappropriatlon under the
mining laws:

PIncPA Urs~nxar ,Mo:,rN.

rOWEL cOUrT,

T. 11 IT., T. 8 VT.,
Sec. 25, Lota 1. 2, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21,

and 22.
T. 12 N., n. 9 W..

Sec. 7. SEI, Sl:
Sec. 8. part of MS. 2309.

-T. 14 N., R. 9 VT.,
Sec. 30, Lot 2. 173 Lot 3. lbts 5

through 15. S1, 'E j UWJT, S 31,W ,

T. 14 I.. . 10 V.
Sec. 23, Lota 5 through 13. SW! SZF!';
,CC. :39, Lot 5 throuZh 9, SENW14'.

T. 12 I., R. 11 VT..
Soc. 14. ITI V W. SSv,:

T. 14 IT... F.11 tW.,
Sec. 18, Lort 1 and 2. T1EI*=/W. SW14

Sec. 23, Lo#3 7. 8, and 9;
See. 2., Lot 4. SWJ,1E'. II&SE4s .

T. 13 IT., R, 13 W..Sca. 22, SW141MV,%.

GMN= com=r
T. 10 14", .R 12 W..

E-,-. 10, SW7!1SW!1.
T. 11 I.. 4. 13 W.,

Sec. 7. L 'ot 3, =11s'iS. sn!SW!.

Scc. 21. IM!'41TCs'. S tEmfj. ,I1'.

See. 22,. ITW%1t'I
T. 11 IT., F. 11 W..

Sec. 14, Lot: 1. 4. and 5, V
T. 12 IT., R. 14 W.,

Sec. 4. Lot 4;
See. II. Lotos 1 and 5, ITW!I 1 ,;
Sec. 15. otsa 0 and 18.

=IZZOULA coin=Y

T. 13 It.. R. 14 VT.
Sec. 33. SEsW1,. SVw,%S%.

T. 14 IT., R. 15 VT.,
Sec. 17. IM-1,1.

T. 12 IT.. F. 16 W..
See. 29. SEDSfl~jSfl1.
See. 32, su!!jSn{.T. 14 I1, F. 18 VT.,

Sec. 1. Sfl~jaw,
T. 13 IT., P. 18 W.

S e. 3 , I 17EI/.

The areas described aggregates ap-
Proximately 2,146 acres of public land.

6. For a period of 30 days interested
parties may submit comments to the Sec-
retary of the Interior, LIU, 721, Wash-
ington, D.C. 20240 (43 CF12411.1-2(d)).

HALoLD Tysz.
State Director.

[PI,. Dee. 07-1T4: Filed. June 14, 1967;
8:43 a. .]

[Utah 23121

UTAH

Order Opening Lands to Mineral
Location, Entry and Patenting

JmiE 7, 19S7.
1. In an exchange of lands made under

the provisions of section 8 of the Act of
June 28, 1934 (43 Stat. 1269), as
amendeil (43 U.S.C. 315_), the following
described lands have been reconveyed to
the United States:

SAiL'L=z TMzsimr

T. 2 S R. 2EE.,SIC. 19, E!1_SW 1!1.

The area described contains 80 acres.
2. The lands are located in Uintah

County, about 25 miles northeast of the
town of Vernal, Utah. Topography is flat
to rolling hills. Soils range from silty to
candy loam. Vegetation consists of big
sage, bitter brush, and grass. The lands
have value for watershed, grazing, wild-
life, and recreation which can best b3
rmnraed under the principles of multiple
use.
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3. Subject to valid existing rights, the
provisions of existing withdrawals, and
the requirements of applicable law, the
lands will at 10 am. on July 12, 1967,
be opened to application, petition, loca-
tion, and selection. All valid applications
received at or prior to 10 a.m. on July 12,
1967, shall be considered as simultane-
ously filed at that time. Those received
thereafter shall be considered in the
order of filing.

Inquiries concerning the lands should
be addressed to the Bureau of Land
Management, Post Office Box 11505, Salt
Lake City, Utah 84111.

HORACE E. JONES,
Acting State Director.

[P.R. Doe. 87-6694; Filed, June 14, 1967;
8:45 a.m.]

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDU-
CATION, AND WELFARE

Food and Drug Administration

ATLAS CHEMICAL INDUSTRIES, INC.

Notice of Withdrawal of Petition for
Food Additives

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed-
eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (see.
409(b), 72 Stat. 1786; 21 U.S.C. 348(b)),
the following notice is issued:

In accordance with § 121.52 With-
drawaZ o1 petitions without prejudice of
the procedural food additive regulations
(21 CFR 121.52), Atlas Chemical Indus-
tries, Inc., Wilmington, Del. 19899, has
withdrawn its petition (FAP 7A2140),
notice of which was published in the
FEDZRAL REGISTER of January 28, 1967
(32 FR.. 1060), proposing an amendment
to § 121.1008 Polyoxyethylene (20) sorbi-
tan tristearate to provide for the safe use
of polyoxyethylene (20) sorbitan tri-
stearate as an agglomerating agent in the
processing of pectin whereby the amount
of the additive does not exceed 600 parts
per million of the finished pectin.

Dated: June 8, 1967.
J. K. KnRK,

Associate Commissioner
for Compliance.

[P.R. Doe. 67-6727; Filed, June 14, 1967;
8:48 a m.]

DIMETHYL PHOSPHATE OF 3-HY-
DROXY-N-METHYL-CIS-CROTONA-
MIDE

Notice of Extension of Temporary
Tolerance

The Shell Chemical Co., 1700 K Street
NW., Washington, D.C. 20006, was
granted a temporary tolerance, that will
expire June 23, 1967, of 0.2 part per mil-
lion for residues of the insecticide
dimethyl phosphate of 3-hydroxy-N-
methyl-cis-crotonamide and Its cho-
linesterase-inhibitory conversion prod-
ucts in or on sugarcane (notice was pub-
lished June 29, 1966 (31 F.R. 8964)). An
extension of the temporary tolerance has

been requested to permit additional per-
formance tests, and the Commissioner of
Food and Drugs has determined that
such extension will protect the public
health.

A condition under which this tempo-
rary tolerance is extended is that the
insecticide be used in accord with the
temporary permit issued by the U.S.
Department of Agriculture.

This temporary tolerance expires
June 23, 1968.

This action is taken pursuant to the
authority vested in the Secretary of
Health, Education, and Welfare by the
Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act
(see. 408(j), 68 Stat. 516; 21 U.S.C.
346a(j)) and delegated by him to the
Commissioner of Food and Drugs (21
CFR 2.120).

Dated: June 9, 1967.
J.KM KIRK,

Associate Commissioner
for Compliance.

[P.R. Doe. 67-6728; Filed, June 14, 1967;
8:48 am.]

DOW CHEMICAL CO.

Notice of Filing of Petition for Food
Additive Biuret

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed-
eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (see.
409(b) (5), 72 Stat. 1786; 21 U.S.C. 348
(b) (5)), notice is given that a petition
has been filed by The Dow Chemical
Co., Post Office Box 512, Midland, Mich.
48641, proposing the issuance of a food
additive regulation to provide for the safe
use of biuret as a source of nonprotein
nitrogen in ruminant feeds.

Dated: June 8, 1967.
J. K. KipK,

Associate Commissioner
for Compliance.

[F.R. Doec. 67-6729; Filed, June 14, 1967;
8:48 am.]

DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND
URBAN DEVELOPMENT

ACTING ASSISTANT REGIONAL AD-
MINISTRATOR FOR HOUSING AS-
SISTANCE, REGION IV (CHICAGO)

Designation
The officers appointed to the following

listed positions in Region IV (Chicago)
are hereby designated to serve as Acting
Assistant Regional Administrator for
Housing Assistance, Region IV (Chi-
cago), during the absence of the Assist-
ant Regional Administrator for Housing
Assistance, with all the powers, functions,
and duties redelegated or assigned to
Assistant Regional Administrator for
Housing Assistance: Provided, That no
officer is authorized to serve as Acting
Assistant Regional Administrator for
Housing Assistance unless all other of-
ficers whose titles precede his in this
designation are unable to act by reason
of absence:

1. Deputy Assistant Regional Admin-
istrator for Housing Assistance.

2. Director, Housing Development
Division.

3. Director, Housing Management
Division.
(Delegation effective May 4, 1062, 27 P.R.
4319, May 4, 1962; Dept. Interim Order U1,
31 F.R. 815, Jan. 21, 1966)

Effective as of the 15th day of June
1967.

JOHN P. MCCOLLuM,
Regional Administrator, Region IV.

[F.R. Doe. 67-6743; Pied, June 14, 1907;
8:49 am.]

ACTING ASSISTANT REGIONAL AD-
MINISTRATOR FOR METROPOLITAN
DEVELOPMENT, REGION IV (CHI-
CAGO)

Designation

The officers appointed to the following
listed positions In Region IV (Chicago)
are hereby designated to serve as Acting
Assistant Regional Administrator for
Metropolitan Development, Region IV,
during the absence of the Assistant Re-
gional Administrator for Metropolitan
Development, with all the powers, func-
tions, and duties redelegated or assigned
to the Assistant Regional Administrator
for Metropolitan Development: Provided,
That no officer Is authorized to serve as
Acting Assistant Regional Administrator
for Metropolitan Development unless all
other officers whose titles precede his In
this designation are unable to act by
reason of absence:

1. Deputy Assistant Regional Adminis-
trator for Metropolitan Development.

2. Chief, Engineering Branch.
The designation effective October 24,

1964 (29 F.R. 14609, Oct. 24, 1964), Is
hereby revoked.
(Delegation effective May 4, 1982, 27 P.R.
4319, May 4, 1962; Dept. Interim Order IT,
31 F.R. 815, Jan. 21, 1966)

Effective as of the 15th day of June
1967.

JOHN P. MCCOLL'UM,
Regional Administrator, Region IV.

[P.R. Doe. 67-6744: Filed, June 14, 1067;
8:49 an.]

ACTING REGIONAL ADMINISTRATOR
ET AL., REGION V (FORT WORTH)

Designations
A. The officers appointed to the fol-

lowing listed positions In Region V (Fort
Worth) are hereby designated to serve as
Acting Regional Administrator, Region
V, during the absence of the Regionl
Administrator, with all the powers, func-
tions, and duties redelegated or assigned
to the Regional Administrator; Provided,
That no officer is authorized to serve as
Acting Regional Administrator unless all
other officers whose titles precede his In
this designation are unable to act by
reason of absence:

1. Deputy Regional Administrator.
2. Regional Counsel.
3. Assistant Regional Administrator

for Program Coordination and Services.
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B. The officers appointed to the posi-
tions in Region V (Fort Worth) listed
under 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, and 6 below are hereby
designated to serve as the Acting Assist-
ant Regional Administrator as specified
below during the absence of the Assistant
Regional Administrator for Housing
Assistance; the Assistant Regional Ad-
ministrator for Metropolitan Develop-
ment; the Assistant Regional Adminis-
trator for Program Coordination and
Services; the Assistant Regional Admin-
istrator for Renewal Assistance; the
Assistant Regional Administrator for
FHA; and the Assistant Regional Ad-
ministrator for Administration, respec-
tively, with all of the powers, functions,
and duties redelegated or assigned to the
respective Assistant Regional Adminis-
trator: Provided, That no officer is au-
thorized to serve as Acting Assistant
Regional Administrator unless all other
officers whose titles precede his in the
respective designations below are unable
to act by reason of absence:

1. Acting Assistant Regional Admin-
istrator for Housing Assistance:

a. Deputy Assistant Regional Admin-
Istrator for Housing Assistance.

b. Director, H o u s i n g Development
Division, Housing Assistance Office.

c. Director, Housing Management
Division, Housing Assistance Office.

2. Acting Assistant Regional Admin-
istrator for Metropolitan Development:

a, Deputy Assistant Regional Admin-
istrator for Metropolitan Development.

b. Chief, Finance Branch, Metropoli-
tan Development Office.

c. Director, Program Field Service
Division, Metropolitan Development
Office.

3. Acting Assistant Regional Admin-
istrator for Program Coordination and
Services:

a. Assistant to the Assistant Regional
Administrator for Program Coordina-
tion and Services, Program Coordination
and Services Division.

b. Director, Planning Branch, Pro-
gram Coordination and Services
Division.

c. Director, Relocation Branch, Pro-
gram Coordination and Services
Division.

4. Acting Assistant Regional Admin-
Istrator for Renewal Assistance:

a. Deputy Assistant Regional Admin-
Istrator for Renewal Assistance.

b. Director, Field Service Division,
Renewal Assistance Office.

c. Director, Neighborhood Facilities
Program, Renewal Assistance Office.

d. Chief, Fiscal Management Branch,
Renewal Assistance Office.

5. Acting Assistant Regional Admin-
Istrator for FHA:

a. Director, Project Review Branch,
Office of the Assistant Regional Admin-
istrator for FHA.

b. Director, Low Income Housing and
Rent Supplement Branch, Office of the
Assistant Regional Administrator for
FHA.

6. Acting Assistant Regional Admin-
istrator for Administration:

a. Chief, Budget Branch, Division of
Administration.

These designations supersede the des-
ignations effective August 27, 1965 (30
F.R. 11118, Aug. 27,1905).
(Delegation efectivo MJay 4, 19G2, 27 P.R.

4319, May 4, 1962; Dept. Interim Ord - IZ
31 P.R. 815, Jan. 21, 16O6)

Effective date. These designations
shall be effective as of June 15, 1907.

W. W. CoLLIs,
Regional Administrator,

Region V (Fort Worth).
[F.R. Dec. 67-G745; Filed, Juno 14. 107;

8:49 a inI

ATOM.IC ENERGY COI, ISSION
[DoIztet ITo. 50-181

UNIVERSITY OF WISCONSIN

Notice of Proposed Issuance of Con-
struction Permit and Amended Fa-
cility License
The Atomic Energy Comission Is con-

sidering the issuance to The University
of Wisconsin of a construction permit,
substantially as set forth below, which
wDould authorize the Installation of a
modified TRIGA type nuclear reactor
core as a replacement for the present core
and authorize certain modifications to
the present control system in the existing
reactor located on the Univer-ity's
campus at Madison, Wis.

Upon completion of the installation of
the facility in compliance with the terms
and conditions of the construction per-
mit, the Commission, In the absence of
good cause to the contrary, will Issue
without further prior notice an amended
facility license, substantially as set forth
below to the University, authorizing op-
eratlon of the reactor at steady state
power levels up to 1 megawatt.

Within fifteen (15) days from the date
of publication of this notice In the
FEDERAL REOISTR, the applicant may file
a request for a hearing, and any person
whose interest may be affected by the
issuance of this construction permit and
amended facility license may file a peti-
tion for leave to Intervene. A request for
a hearing and petitions to intervene shall
be filed in accordance with the provi-
sions of the Commislon's rules of prac-
tice, 10 CPR Part 2. If a request for a
hearing or a petition for leave to inter-
vene is filed within the time prescribed
in this notice, a notice of hearing or an
appropriate order wi be Issued.

For further details with respect to this
proposed issuance, see (1) the applica-
tion and amendments thereto, and (2)
the related Safety Evaluation prepared
by the Division of Reactor iAcensing, all
of which are available for public impec-
tion at the Commission's Public Docu-
ment Room, 1717 H Street NW., Wash-
ington, D.C. A copy of item (2) above
may be obtained at the Commnkelon's
Document Room, or upon request ad-
dressed to the Atomic Energy Commis-
sion, Washington, D.C. 20545, Attention:
Director, Division of Reactor Licensing.

Dated at Eethezda, Md., this 7th day
of June 1967.

For the Atomic Energy Commission.
Doi;=~ J. SOv-oLT.

Assistant Director for Reactor
Opcrations, Division of Reac-
tor Licensing.

Pzor - Coc sraucrzo:7 P=1_-=

1. By application dated July 13. 19S5. and
axnendments thereto dated Auguzt 18, 196S
and March 8, 197 (hereinafter "the appllc-
tion") The Unlvrsity of %isconsin requasted
authority to install a modified TRIGA type
nuclear reactor core and to modify the con-
trol system in The University of Wi-consin
Nuclear Reactor (hereinater 'the reactor")
lcrated on the University's campus at Madl-
con, 'Wis. The modified reactor wll replace
the reactor previously operated under FacIl-
ity licen3 1.o. n-74. a-- amended.

2. The Atomic Icnrg Comml:ison ("the
Commi:sion") h2 found that:

A. The application complls wth the re-
quirements of the Atomlc Energy Act of I94,
as amended ("the Act"), and the Canrxm-
slon's reaulationa ct forth in Title 10, Chap-
ter 1. C-7P;

B. The reactor will be a utilization facility
as defined In the CommLssion's regulatIonz
contained In Title 10, Chapter I. C-TF, Part 50,
"iUcensl - of Production and Util ationF"clltiec";

C. The reactor will be ued in the conduct
of researc and development activite-s of the
types spccliled in ction 31 of the Act;

D. The Unvrsity of Wisconsin Is finan-
claliy qualfled to construct the reactor in
accordanco with the regulations contained In
Titlo 10. Chapterl. CFE

E. The University of Wisconsin and Its con-
tractor, the General Dynamlea Corp. are
technically qualtild to design and construct
the reactor;

P. The Univamity of Wis-consin ha sub-
mitted suflfcent tcchnical information con-
cerning the proposed facility to provide rea-
csnable a--uranc that the proyzoed faciity
can be constructed and operated -t the pro-
pzsed location without endang-ering the
health and safety of the publIc

G. The izuance of a construction permit
to The Univercity of Lt-consn vill not be
Inimical to the common defenwe and Eecurity
or to the health and afety of the public.

3. Pursuant to the Act and Title 10, CPR,
Part 50 LIMcensing of Production and Utiliz-
tion Facilities", the CommLson hereby L-ues
a constructlon perrml to The University of
Wisconain to construct the reactor in accord-
anca with the application. This permit shal
be desmed to contain and be subject to the
conditions speclifed In § S0 and 50.55 of
cald regulatlon; is subject to all applicable
proviions of to Act and rules, regulation
and orders of the Commi=on n,7 or here-
after In e~iect. and is subject to the addi-
tional conditions spea fieed below:

A. The earliest completion date of the
facility is July 15, 1967. The latest completion
date of the facility is Vlovember 15, 1967. The
term "completion dater, as uwed herein,
means the date on whIch con-truction of
the facility is completed except for the In-
troduction of the fuel material.

B. The reactor shall1 be constructed In
the reactor facility located on the campus,
at Madicon, 71is.

C. The applicant i, authorized in the con-
struction or the reactor to Inzwt Into the
reactor for alignment and testing purposes
one fuel bundle containing the translent red
Gudetube and three fuel elementz.

4. Upon completion of the construction of
the re actor in accordance with the terms and
conditions of this permit, upon finding that
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the facility authorized has been constructed
and will operate in conformity with the ap-
plication and the provisions of the Act and
of the 'ules and regulations of the Commis-
sion, and in the absence of any good cause
being shown to the Commission why the
granting of a license would not be in accord-
ance with the provisions of the Act, the Com-
mission will issue an amended Class 104
license to the University of Wisconsin pursu-
ant to section 104c of the Act, which license
shall expire at midnight, June 7, 2000.

Dated: June 7, 1967.

For the Atomic Energy Commission.

DONALD J. SKOVHOLT,
Assistant Director for Reactor Op-

erations, Divisio n of Reactor
Licensing.

Psoposm AxzNDMENT To LIcENsE
[License No. R-74; Amdt. 0]

The Atomic Energy Commission (here-
inafter referred to as "the Commission")
having found that:

a. The application for license complies
with the requirements of the Atomic Energy
Act of 1954, as amended (hereinafter re-
ferred to as "the Act") and the Commission's
regulations set forth in Title 10, Chapter I,
CFR;

b. The reactor has been constructed in
conformity with Construction Permit No.
CPRR .--- and will operate in conformity
with the application and in conformity with
the Act and the rules and regulations of the
Commission;

c. There is reasonable assurance that the
reactor can be operated at the designated lo-
cation without endangering the health and
safety of the public;

d. The University of Wisconsin is techni-
cally and financially qualified to engage In
the proposed activities in accordance with
the Commission's regulations, and to assume
financial responsibility for Commission
charges for special nuclear material;

e. The possession and operation of the re-
actor, and the receipt, possession and use of
the special nuclear material, in the manner
proposed in the application, will not be
inimical to the common defense and security
or to the health and safety of the public;

f. The University of Wisconsin is a non-
profit educational Institution and will use
the reactor for the conduct of educational
activities. The University of Wisconsin Is
therefore exempt from the financial protec-
tion requirement of subsection 170a of the
Act.

License No. R-74, as amended, is amended
in its entirety, effective as of the date of
issuance of this amendment, to read as
follows:

1. This license applies to The University
of Wisconsin Nuclear Reactor with the in-
stalled TRIGA nuclear core and control sys-
tem (hereinafter, "the reactor"), owned by
The University of Wisconsin (hereinafter,
"the licensee"), and located on the campus in
Madison, Wis., and described in the licensee's
application for license dated July 13, 1966,
and subsequent amendments thereto (herein
referred to as "the application").

2. Subject to the conditions and require-
ments incorporated herein, the Commission
hereby licenses The University of Wisconsin:

A. Pursuant to section 104c of the Act and
Title 10, CPR, Chapter I, Part 50, "Licensing
of Production and Utilization Facilities" to
possess, use, and operate the reactor in ac-
cordance with the procedures and limitations
described in the application and in this
license;

B. Pursuant to the Act and Title 10, CFR,
Chapter I, Part 70, "Special Nuclear Material"
to receive, possess, and use up to 3.75 kilo-
grams of contained uranium-235 and up to
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16 grams of plutonium contained in plu-
tonium-beryllium neutron sources in con-
nection with operation of the reactor, and
135.4 grams of contained uranium-235 in
MTR type fuel elements; and

C. Pursuant to the Act and Title 10, CFR,
Chapter I, Part 30, "Licensing of Byproduct
Material", to possess, but not to separate
such byproduct material as may be produced
by operation of the reactor.

3. This license shall be deemed to contain
and be subject to the conditions specified
in Part 20, 1 30.34 of Part 30, §§ 50.54 and
50.59 of Part 50, and § 70.32 of Part 70, and is
subject to all applicable provisions of the
Act and rules, regulations, and orders of the
Commission now or hereafter in effect; and
is subject to the additional conditions
specified or Incorporated below:

A. Maximum power level. The licensee
may operate the reactor at steady state pow-
er levels up to a maximum of 1,000 kilo-
watts (thermal).

B. Technical specifications. The Technical
Specifications contained in Appendix A
hereto' are hereby incorporated in this
license. Except as otherwise permitted by the
Act and the rules, regulations, and orders
of the Commission, the licensee shall oper-
ate the reactor in accordance with the Tech-
nical Specifications. No changes shall be
made in the Technical Specifications unless
authorized by the Commission as provided
In § 50.59 of 10 CFR Part 50.

C. Records. In addition to those other-
wise required under this license and appli-
cable regulations, the licensee shall keep the
following records:

(1) Reactor operating records, including
power levels and periods of operation at
each power level.

(2) Records showing radioactivity dis-
charge into the air or water beyond the ef-
fective control of the licensee as measured
at or prior to the point of such release or
discharge.

(3) Records of emergency shutdowns and
inadvertent scrams, including reasons for
emergency shutdowns.

(4) Records of maintenance operations
involving substitution or replacement of
reactor equipment or components.

(5) Records of experiments installed in-
eluding description, reactivity worths, loca-
tions. exposure time, total irradiation, and
any unusual events involved in their per-
formance and in their handling.

(6) Records of tests and measurements
performed pursuant to the Technical
Specifications.

D. Reports. In addition to reports other-
wise required under the license and appli-
cable regulations:

(1) The licensee shall inform the Com-
mission of any incident or condition relating
to the operation of the reactor which pre-
vented or could have prevented a nuclear
system from performing its safety function
as described in the Technical Specifications.
For each such occurrence, the licensee shall
promptly notify by telephone or telegraph,
the Director of the appropriate Atomic En-
ergy Commission Regional Compliance Of-
fice listed in Appendix D of 10 CPR Part 20
and shall submit within ten (10) days a re-
port in writing to the Director, Division of
Reactor Licensing (hereinafter, Director,
DRL) with a copy to the Regional Com-
pliance Office.

(2) The licensee shall report to the Direc-
tor, DRL, in writing within thirty (30) days
of its occurrence any substantial variance
disclosed by operation of the reactor from
performance specifications contained In the

This item was not filed with the Office of
the Federal Register but is available for in-
spection in the Public Document Room of
the Atomic Energy Commission.

Safety Analysis Report or the Technicld
Specifications.

(3) The licensee shall report to the Direc-
tor, DRL, in writing within thirty (30) days
of its occurrence any significant change in
transient or accident analysis, as described
in the Safety Analysis Report.

4. This license shall expire at midnight,
June 7,2000.

Date of Issuance:

For the Atomic Energy Commission.

Director,
Division of Reactor Liccnsing.

[F.R. Doc. 87-6688; Filed, June 14, 1007;
8:45 sin.]

CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD
[Docket No. 18518]

SKYMASTER, INC., ET AL.

Notice of Proposed Approval of Con-
trol and Interlocking Relationships
Application of Skymaster, Inc.; Coast

Carloading Co., Inc.; Coast Cartage Co.,
Inc.; Art's Transfer and Storage Co.,
Inc.; Coast Transfer Co.; Coast Triad,
Inc.; Coast Leasing Co., Inc.; Mrs. E. L.
McIntyre; Jean M. Baker and Harry M.
Baker; for approval of common control
and interlocking relationships; Docket
18518.

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the
statutory requirements of section 408(b),
that the undersigned intends to issue the
attached order under delegated author-
ity. Interested parties are hereby afforded
a period of 15 days from the date of serv-
ice within which to file comments or
request a hearing with respect to the
action proposed in the order.

Dated at Washington, D.C., June 9,
1967.

fSrAL1 A. M. ANDRZWS,
Director,

Bureau of Operating Rights.
OED]a APPROvIsG CONTROL AND INTERLoCIUNG

RELATIONSHIPS

Issued under delegated authority. Applica-
tion of Skymaster, Inc., Coast Carloading
Co., Inc., Coast Cartage Co., Inc,, Art's
Transfer and Storage Co., Inc., Coast Trans.
fer Co., Coast Triad, Inc., Coast Letsing Co..
Inc., Mrs. E. L. McIntyre, Jean M. Baker, and
Harry M. Baker, Docket 18518; for approval of
common control and interlocking relation-
ships and other relief under sections 408 and
409 of the Federal Aviation Act of 190, as
amended.

By joint application filed May 5, 1907,
Skymaster, Inc. (Skymaster), Coast Car-
loading Co., Inc. (Carloading), Coast
Cartage Co., Inc. (Cartage), Art's Transfer
and Storage Co., Inc. (Storage), Coast Trans.
fer Co. (Transfer), Coast Triad, Inc.
(Triad), Coast Leasing Co. (Leasing), Mrs.
E. L. McIntyre, Mrs. Jean M. Baker, and Mr.
Harry M. Baker, request approval of the
common control relationships proposed
among the corporate applicants pursuant to
section 408 of the Federal Aviation Act of
1958, as amended (the Act) and approval of
contemplated interlocking relationships by
virtue of offices, directorships, and stock
holdings In the corporate applicants by the
individual applicants pursuant to section
409 of the Act.

Skymaster, a newly incorporated entity
organized for the purpose of engaging In air
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freight forwarding activities, is currently
seeking authority from the Board to operate
as a domestic and international air freight
forwarder; until such authority is granted
by the Board. Skymaster will remain inactive.
Therefore, for the purpose of this proceeding,
Skymaster will be considered an air carrier.

The activities of the other corporate
applicants follow:

A. Carloading is a surface freight forwarder
operating under ICC authority 1T-82,
which authorizes surface freight forwarding
activities between California, on the one
hand, and Oregon, Washington, Canada,
Alaska, and Idaho, on the other hand.

B. Cartage, Storage and Transfer engage
in local cartage activities, all intrastate
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within the boundaries of California, Wash-
ington, end Ore.on respectively.

C. Triad and Lea,=sing engae in the lcasing
of motor vehicles.,

Cartage owns 100 percent of the outstand-
ing and Lsued stock of Carloading. Storage,
Transfer and SLyater. Cart3Zo Is in turn
owned by Mrs. E. L. McIntyre, 50 pcrent;
Lim. Jean M. Baker, 25 percent; and 2r.
Harry M. Ba-ker, 23 percent. In addition to
the common control relationsih3, as stated
above, the applicants ar alco requcaltng
approval of the following Interlocking rela-
tionships between Skymaster and the other
corporate applicants:

'Our action herein doss not extend to
Triad and Leasing as such companies are not
deemed to be subject to the Act.

COMPANY AND PosMToN HELD BY Mrruclm

Mrs. E. L. McIntyro Yr. Harry IL M"I'r Mr-. TCnL Bakcr

Skmaster_ r .... Vice President, Treasurer, Prcsdent, Directer. .......... Srrcuty, Dlrcz:!r.
Director.Carloading --........ Vice President, Trwaer, rudent, DIrtctur ............. &=c~Lry, DL,-:!r.
Director.Vice President, Tre-surCr, Przldcnt, Dirt orr ............. Ecrctry, Dirc:!U.

1555 Director.
Sto ---------- : ------ -------------::::::: Prid-nt, Tr r, Dlrcr, cr.. Scx, Dirce.

Tr _Prdcnt, Trasurcr, D~rcctcr.. &ZrCtZry, Dlrc:!e.

No comments relative to the joint applica-
tion or request for a hearing have been
received.

Notice of intent to dispose of the applica-
tion without a hearing has been published
in the FEnAL REGIsTER, and a copy of such
notice has been furnished by the Board to
the Attorney General not later than the day
following the date of such publication, both
in accordance with the requirements of sec-
tion 408(b) of the Act.

Upon consideration of the joint applica-
tion, it is concluded that Skynaster will be
an air carrier within the meaning of section
408 of the Act, that Carloading, Cartage,
Storage and Transfer are common carriers
within the meaning of section 408 of the Act,
and that the common control of Skymaster,
Carloading, Cartage, Storage, and Transfer
by Mr. Harry M. Baker, Mrs. E. L. McIntyre,
and Mrs. Jean M. Baker is subject to that
section of the Act.

However, it has been further concluded
that such control relationships do not affect
the control of an air carrier directly engaged
in the operation of aircraft in air transporta-
tion, do not result in creating a monopoly,
and do not restrain competition. Further-
more, no person disclosing a substantial in-
terest in the proceeding is currently request-
Ing a hearing and it is found that the public
interest does not require a hearing. The con-
trol relationships are similar to others which
have been approved by the Board and essen-
tially do not present any new substantive
issues.

= 
It therefore appears that approval of

the control relationships would not be in-
consistent with the public interest. However,
should the operations of Cartage. Storage
and Transfer expand beyond the boundaries
of the States in which they presently operate,
new issues would be raised which could only
be resolved upon the filing of a further ap-
plication for prior approval by the Board.
Accordingly, approval of the instant rela-
tionships will be conditioned so that such
approval shall be effective only so long as tho
operation of motor vehicles by Cartage, Stor-
age and Transfer are confined to the States
in which they presently operate.

2 Cf. Mark IVAIr Freight Inc., et aL, Docket
16233, Order E-22451, July 19, 1965. See also
Order E-22158, May 13, 1965; Order E-24481,
Dec. 6, 1966.

It Is also found that nterlocking relation-
ships within the ccope of cecton 403 of the
Act will result from the holding by the In-
dividual applicants of the postions dccrlbed
herein. However, it Is concluded that a due
showing has been made in the form and
manner prescribcd by Part 251 of the Board's
Economic Regulations that the Interlo"kng
relationships will not advercely affecct the
public interest.

Pursuant to authority duly dele-ated by
the Board In the Board's Regulations. 1d CFR
385.13, It Is found that the foregoing control
relationships should be approved under eec-
tion 408(b) of the Act without a hearing. and
that the Interloding relationship3 chould
be approved under section 409.

Accwdingly, it is oTdccrd:
1. That the control relatlonhlp3 rezulting

from the common control by Ms . I
McIntyre, Mr. Harry LL Baker. and Mrs. Jean
M. Baker of Skymaster, Carloading, Cartage,
Storage and Transfer be and they hereby are
approved;

2. That, subject to the provisions of Part
251 of the Board's Economic legulations, as
now in effect or as hereafter amendcd, the
interlocking relationship3 heretoforo de-
scribed be and they hereby are approved;

3. That the approvals herein shall be ef-
fective only so long as the operation of
motor vehicles by the corporate appllcantz
Is limited to the States in which they pres-
ently operate; and

4. That except to the extent granted
herein, the application bo and It hereby is
dism-issd.

Persons entitled to petition the Board for
review of this order pursuant to the Bo ard's
regulations, 14 CFR 385.0, may Meo such
petitions within 10 days after the dato of
service of this order.

This order shal be effective and become
the action of the Civil Aeronautlc Boarxd
upon expiration of the above pcrcd unles-
withln such period a petition for reviW.
thereof is filed, or the Board gives notico
that It will review this order on Ito o=n
motion.

By: A. M. Andrev,
Dfrcctor,

Burcas of Operating Jgeths.

[staL] Hanom , Ss0:r,
Sccrctarv.

[F. Ho, 67-6736; Piled. Juno 14, 10,7;
8:43 am.]
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CONDOR FLUGDIENST G.nmi.H.
Notice of Oral Argument

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the
provisions of the Federal Aviation Act of
1958, as amended, that oral argument
In the above-entitled proceeding is as-
signed to be heard on July 12, 1967, at
10 a.m., e.ds.t, in Room 1027, Universal
Building, 1825 Connecticut Avenue NW.,
Washington, D.C, before the Board.

Dated at Washington, D.C., June 9,
1967.

[EsL] FnAZc3is W. Brow,
ChiefExaminer.

[P.R. Ies. GT-G737; Piled. June 14, 1967;
8:43 aa-]

[DCCiet 1o. 163571

MOTOR CARRIER-AIR FREIGHT FOR-
WARDER INVESTIGATION

Notice of Postponement
Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the

provisonrs of the Federal Aviation Act of
1953, as amended, that oral argument in
the above-entitled matter now as-
signed for July 12 is postponed to July
19, 1967, at 10 am. e.dz.t., Room
1027, Univercal Building, 1825 Connecti-
cut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C.. be-
fore the Board.

Dated at Washington, D.C., June 9,
1967.

[Sri Frc.is W. Brown,
Chief Exame.

[P.r. Doi. GT-6738:; Bhed. June 14, 1067;

8:43 am.]

FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION
COMPAGNIE MARITIME BELGE, S.A.,

AND ARMEMENT DEPPE, S.A.

Notice of Agreement Filed for
Approval

Notice is hereby given that the fol-
lowing agreement has been flied with
the Commlssion for approval pursuant
to section 15 of the Shipping Act, 1916, as
amended (39 Stat. 733, 75 Stat. 763, 46
U.S.C. 814).

Interezted partles may Inspect and ob-
tain a copy of the agreement at the-
Washington office of the Federal Mari-
time Commission, 1321 H Street NV.,
Room C09; or may inspect agreements at
the olflcas of the District Managers, New
YorL, N.Y., Ntew Orleans, La., and San
Ftanclsco, Calif. Comments ith refer-
ence to an agreement Including a reques
for hearing, if desired, may be submitted
to the Secretary, Federal Maritime Com-
m "c, on, Washington, D.C. 20573, Tithin
20 days after publication of this notice in
the F=D=InA Ri nos-j. A copy of any such
statement should alzo be forwarded to
the party fing the agreement (as ind-
cated hereinafter) and the comments
should indicate that this has been done.
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Notice of agreement filed for approval
by:
Mr. Edwin Longcope, Hill, Betts, Yamaoka,

Freehill and Longcope, 26 Broadway, New
York, N.Y. 10004.

Agreement 8610-2, between Com-
pagnie Maritime Beige, S.A., and Arme-
ment Deppe, S.A., modifies the basic
agreement to provide for the extension
of its geographic scope to include (1)
North Atlantic ports, (2) Mexican East
Coast ports and (3) United Kingdom
ports.

Dated: June 12,1967.
By order of the Federal Maritime

Commission.
THOMAS LIsI,

Secretary.
[P.R. Doe. 67-6718; Filed, June 14, 1967;

8:47 a.m.]

[Agreement 7838]

NEDLLOYD & HOEGH LINES

Notice of Agreement Filed for
Approval

Notice is hereby given that the fol-
lowing agreement has been filed with the
Commission for approval pursuant to
section 15 of the Shipping Act, 1916, as
amended (39 Stat. 733, 75 Stat. 763, 46
U.S.C. 814).

Interested parties may inspect and ob-
tain a copy of the agreement at the
Washington office of the Federal Mari-
time Commission, 1321 H Street NW.,
Room 609; or may inspect agreements
at the offices of the District Managers,
New York, N.Y., New Orleans, La., and
San Francisco, Calif. Comments with
reference to an agreement including a
request for hearing, if desired, may be
submitted to the Secretary, Federal
Maritime Commission, Washington, D.C.
20573, within 20 days after publication of
this notice in the FEDERAL REGISTER. A
copy of any such statement should also
be forwarded to the party filing the
agreement (as indicated hereinafter)
and the comments should indicate that
this has been done.

Notice of agreement filed for approval
by:
Mr. Edward P. Cotter,

Charrier and McAteer, Inc.,
1750 Pennsylvania Avenue NW.,
Washington, D.C. 20006.

Agreement 7838-5, between Nedloyd
Lines and Hoegh Lines, modifies the
scope of the basic agreement as defined
in Article 1 by substituting for the word
"Malaysia" the words "Malaya, Singa-
pore, Sarawak, Brunei, North Borneo"
and also serves notice of the withdrawal
of A/S Atlantica as a party to the agree-
ment.

Dated: June 12, 1967.
By order of the Federal Maritime Com-

mission.
THOMAS Isi,

Secretary.
[P.R. Dec. 07-6720; Filed, June 14, 1987;

8:47 a.m.]

WELCOME SHIPPING CO. AND
ORIENT OVERSEAS LINE

Notice of Agreement Filed for
Approval

Notice is hereby given that the follow-
Ing agreement has been filed with the
Commission for approval pursuant to
section 15 of the Shipping Act, 1916, as
amended (39 Stat. 733, 75 Stat. 763, 46
U.S.C. 814).

Interested parties may inspect and ob-
tain a copy of the agreement at the
Washington office of the Federal Mari-
time Commission, 1321 H Street, NW.,
Room 609; or may inspect agreements at
the offices of the District Managers, New
York, N.Y., New Orleans, La., and San
Francisco, Calif. Comments with refer-
ence to an agreement including a re-
quest for hearing, if desired, may be sub-
mitted to the Secretary, Federal Mari-
time Commission, Washington, D.C.
20573, within 20 days after publication
of this notice in the FEDERAL REGISTER. A
copy of any such statement should also
be forwarded to the party filing the
agreement (as indicated hereiiafter)
and the comments should indicate that
this has been done.

Notice of agreement filed for approval
by:
Mr. K. W. Schmolze, Vice President,

Thor Eckert & Co., Inc.,
19 Rector Street,
New York, N.Y. 10006.
Agreement 9634, between Welcome

Shipping Co. (WSC) and Orient Over-
seas Line (OOL), covers the transporta-
tion of rubber -under through bills of
lading from Indonesia to U.S. Atlantic
and Gulf ports with transshipment at
Singapore and ports in Malaysia under
terms and conditions as set forth in the
agreement.

Dated: June 12, 1967.
By order of the Federal Maritime

Commission.
THOMAs Lisi,

Secretary.
[P.R. Dec. 67-6721; Filed, June 14, 1967;

8:47 am.]

[Independent Ocean Freight Forwarder Li-
cense No. 1070]

ADELINO J. VAZQUEZ
Order To Show Cause

On May 19, 1967, the National Grange
Mutual Insurance Co. notified the Com-
mission that the surety bond fled pur-
suant to section 44(c), Shipping Act,
1916 (46 U.S.C. 841b), by Adelino J. Vaz-
quez, 77 Ferry Street, Newark, N.J. 07105,
would be canceled effective June 18, 1967.

Section 44(c) of the Shipping Act,
1916 (46 U.S.C. 841b) and § 510.5(f) of
General Order 4 (46 CFR), provide that
no license shall remain in force unless
such forwarder shall have furnished a
bond.

Section 44(d) of the Shipping Act,
1916 (46 U.S.C. 841b), provides that li-
censes may, after notice and hearing, be
suspended or revoked for willful failure
to comply with any provision of the Act,

or with any lawful rule of the Commis-
sion promulgated thereunder.

Now, therefore, by virtue of authority
vested in me by the Federal Maritime
Commission, as set forth in Manual of
Orders, Commission Order 201.1 (re-
vised), section 6.03.

It is ordered, That Adellno J. Vazquez
on or before June 14, 1967, either (1)
submit a valid bond effective on or before
June 18, 1967, or (2) show cause in writ-
Ing or request a hearing to be held at
10 am. on June 15, 1967, in Room 505,
Federal Maritime Commission, 1321 H
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 20573, to
show cause why its license should not be
suspended or revoked pursuant to sec-
tion 44(d), Shipping Act, 1916.

It is further ordered, That License No,
1070 be forthwith revoked If the licensee
fails to comply with this order.

It is further ordered. That a copy of
this order to show cause and all subse-
quent orders In this matter be served
upon the licensee and be published In
the FEDERAL REGISTER.

JAMES E. MAZURE,
Director,

Bureau of Domestic Regulation.
[F.R. Doe. 67-6719; Filed, June 14, 1907;

8:47 a=n,]

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE
COMMISSION
[File No. 1-3421]

CONTINENTAL VENDING MACHINE
CORP.

Order Suspending Trading
JUNE 0, 1067.

It appearing to the Securities and Ex-
change Commission that the summary
suspension of trading in the common
stock, 10 cents par value of Continental
Vending Machine Corp., and the 6 per-
cent convertible subordinated debentures
due September 1, 1976, being traded
otherwise than on a national securities
exchange is required in the public inter-
est and for the protection of investors;

It is ordered, Pursuant to section
15(c) (5) of the Securities Exchange Act
of 1934, that trading in such securities
otherwise than on a national securities
exchange be summarily suspended, this
order to be effective for the period June
12, 1967, through June 21, 1067, both
dates inclusive.

By the Commission.
[SEAL] ORVAL L. DuBois.

Secretary.
[P.R. Dec. 67-6695; Filed, June 14, 1907;

8:45 am.]

[File No. 1-16861

LINCOLN PRINTING CO.'

Order Suspending Trading
Juum 9, 1967.

The common stock, 50 cents par value,
and the $3.50 cumulative preferred stock,
no par value, of Lincoln Printing Co.,
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being listed and registered on the Mid-
west Stock Exchange pursuant to the
provisions of the .Securities Exchange
Act of 1934 and the 8 percent convertible
debenture bonds due M1arch 13, 1968.
being traded otherwise than on a na-
tional securities exchange; and

It appearing to the Securities and Ex-
change Commission that the summary
suspension of trading in such securities
on such Exchange and otherwise than on
a national securities exchange is required
in the public interest and for the pro-
tection of investors;

It is ordered, Pursuant to sections
15(c) (5) and 19(a) (4) of the Securities
Exchange Act of 1934, that trading in
such securities on the Midwest Stock Ex-
change and otherwise than on a national
securities exchange be summarily sus-
pended, this order to be effective for the
period June 12, 1967. through June 21,
1967, both dates inclusive.

-By the Commission.
[SEAL] ORVAL L. DuBois,

Secretary.
[F.R. Doe. 67-6696; Filed, June 14, 1967;

8:45 am.]

NUCLEONIC CORPORATION
OF AMERICA

Order Suspending Trading

JuirE 9, 1967.
It appearing to the Securities and Ex-

change Commission that the summary
suspension of trading in the common
stock of Nucleonic Corporation of Amer-
ica, 196 DeGraw Street, Brooklyn, N.Y.,
and all other securities of Nucleonic Cor-
poration of America being traded other-
wise than on a national securities ex-
change is required in the public interest
and for the protection of investors;

it is ordered, Pursuant to section
15(c) (5) of the Securities Exchange Act
of 1934, that trading in such securities
otherwise than on a national securities
exchange be summarily suspended, this
order to be effective for the period
June 12, 1967, through June 21, 1967,
both dates inclusive.

By the Commission.
[sm] ORvAL L. DuBois,

Secretary.
[P.R. Doe. 67-6697; Fled, June 14, 1967;

8:45 alnm]

[File No. 0-5921

PAKCO COMPANIES, INC.

Order Suspending Trading

Ju'E 9,1967.
It appearing to the Securities and Ex-

change Commission that the summ&r
suspension of trading in the common
stock of Pakco Companies, Inc., and all
other securities of Pakco Companies,
Inc., being traded otherwise than on a
national securities exchange is required
in the public interest and for the protec-
tion of investors;

It is ordered, Pursuant to section 15(c)
(5) of the Securities Exchange Act of
1934, that trading in such securities
otherwise than on a national securities

exchange be summrily Suspended, this
order to be effective for the period
June 12, 1967, through June 21, 1967,
both dates inclusive.

By the Commission.

[SEAL] OrVAL L. DuBois,
Secretary.

[P.R. Doc. 67-6093; Filed. June 14, 19G7;
8:45 a.m.)

[File No. 811-13931

S & P NATIONAL CORP.

Order Suspending Trading
Jma 9,19067.

It appearing to the Securities and Ex-
change Commission that the summary
suspension of trading in the common and
Class A stock of S & P National Corp.
being traded otherwie than on a na-
tional securities exchange Is required In
the public interest and for the protection
of investors:

it is ordered, Pursuant to section 15
(c) (5) of the Securities Exchange Act
of 1934, that trading in such Eecuritle
otherwise than on a national ecurities
exchange be summarily suspmnded, this
order to be effective for the period June
11, 1967, through June 20, 19670, both
dates inclusive.

By the Commission.
[SEAL] OnvAL L. DuBois,

* Secretary.
[P.R. Doc. 67-6699; Flled, Juno 14. 19G7;

8:45 am.]

IFIle I.o. 1-44071

SPORTS ARENAS, INC.

Order Suspending Trading

Jm. 9, 1967.
It appearing to the Securities and Ex-

change Commission that the summary
suspension of trading in the common
stock, 1 cent par value of Sports Arnas,
Inc., and the 6 percent convertible de-
bentures being traded otherwise than on
a national securities exchange is required
in the public interest and for the pro-
tection of investors:

It is ordered, Pursuant to section 15
(c) (5) of the Securities Exchange Act of
1934, that trading in such securlties
otherwise than on a national cecuritls
exchange be Summarily suspended, this
order to be effective for the period June
12, 1967, through June 21, 1967, both
dates inclusive.

By the Commlisson.
[SEAL] ORVAL L. DuBois,

Secretary.
[P.R. Doc. 67-6700; Filcd, Juno 14, 19G7;

8:4 am.]

STEEL CREST HOMES, INC.

Order Suspending Trading

Jurm 9, 1967.
It appearing to the Securities and Ex-

change Commission that the summary
suspension of trading In the common
stock of Steel Crest Homes, Inc., King of
Prussia, Pa., and all other zecuriltes of

Steel Crest Homes, Inc., being traded
otherise than on a national securities
exchange I- required in the public inter-
esLt and for the protection of investors:

It is ordered, Pursuant to section 15
(c) (5) of the Securi-Ies Exchange Act of
1934, that trading In such securities
otherwise than on a national securities
exchange be summarily suspended, this
order to be effective for the period June
11, 1967, through June 20, 1967, both
dates inclusive.

By the Commission.
[smflA] OnvAL L. DuBois,

Secretary.
IP.n, Dcz. 07-6701; rilcd. June 14, 1967;

8:1 mn.m.]

UNDERWATER STORAGE, INC.
Order Suspending Trading

JM'M 9. 1967.
It appearing to the Securities and Ex-

change Commission that the summary
Suspension of trading in the common
stock of Undervwater Storage, Inc., other-
wise than on a national Securities ex-
change Is required in the public interest
and for the protection of investors:

It Ls ordered, Pursuant to section 15
(c) (5) of the Securities Exchange Act of
1934, that trading in Such securities
otherwise than on a national securities
exchange be summarily suspended, this
order to be effective for the period June
12, 1967, through June 21, 1967, both
dates Incluzsve.

By the Commiksion.
EsEAL1 OnvAL L. DuBois,

Secretary.
[Fj.. DMc. 67-6702; Flecdl June 14, 1967;

8:4G am.]

[IFil0 lTo. 1-4371]
WESTEC CORP.

Order Suspending Trading
Jmm 9, 1957.

The common stock, 10 cents par value,
of Westec Corp., being listed and regis-
tered on the American Stock Exchange
pursuant to provisions of the Securities
Exchange Act of 1934. and all other
securities of Weatec Corp., being traded
otherwie than on a national si curities
exchange; and

It appearing to the Securities and
Exchange Commison that the summary
suspenslon of trading In such securities
on such Exchange and otherwise than
on a national securites exchange is re-
quired in the public interest and for the
protection of investors:

It is ordered, Pursuant to sections 15 (c)
(5) and 19(a) (4) of the Securities Ex-
change Act of 1934, that trading in such
securities on the American Stock Ex-
change and otherwise than on a na-
tional securities exchange be summarily
suspended, this order to be effective for
the period June 12, 19G7, through June
21, 1967, both dates inclusive.

By the Commission.
(SAL] OnvAL L. DoEois,

Secretary.
[P.R. DMc. C7-670; FIed, Juno 14, 196T;

8:46am.]
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FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION
[Docket Nos. G-8894, etc.]

ATLANTIC RICHFIELD CO. ET AL.
Notice of Applications for Certificates,

Abandonment of Service and Peti-
tions To Amend Certificates I

JuNr 7, 1967.
Take notice that each of the Appli-

cants listed herein has filed an appli-
cation or petition pursuant to section 7
of the Natural Gas Act for authorization
to sell natural gas in interstate com-
merce or to abandon service heretofore
authorized as described herein, all as
more fully described in the respective
applications and amendments which are
on file with the Commission and open to
public inspection.

Protests or petitions to intervene may
be filed with the Federal Power Com-
mission, Washington, D.C. 20426, in ac-
cordance with the rules of practice and
procedure (18 CFR, 1.8 or 1.10) on or be-
fore June 29, 1967.

Take further notice that, pursuant to
the authority contained In and subject
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the
Federal Power Commission by sections
7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and the
Commission's rules of practice and pro-
cedure, a hearing will be held without
further notice before the Commission on
all applications in which no protest or
petition to intervene is filed within the
time required herein if the Commis-
sion on its own review of the matter be-
lieves that a grant of the certificates or
the authorization for the proposed
abandonment is required by the public
convenience and necessity. Where a pro-
test or petition for leave to intervene is
timely filed, or where the Commission
on its own motion believes that a formal
hearing Is required, further notice of such
hearing will be duly given: Provided,
however, That pursuant to § 2.56, Part 2,
Statement of General Policy and Inter-
pretations, Chapter I of Title 18 of the
C o d e of Federal Regulations, as
amended, all permanent certificates of
public convenience and necessity grant-
ing applications, filed after April 15,
1965, without further notice, will con-
tain a condition precluding any filing of
an increased rate at a price in excess of
that designated for the particular area
of production for the period prescribed
therein unless at the time of fing such
certificate application, or within the time
fixed herein for the filing of protests or
petitions to intervene the Applicant in-
dicates In writing that it is unwilling to
accept such a condition. In the event
Applicant is unwilling to accept such
condition the application will be set for
formal hearing.

Under the procedure herein provided
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be
unnecessary for Applicants to appear or
be represented at the hearing.

GORDON M. GRANT,
Secretary.

I This notice does not provide for consolt-
dation for heaing of the several matters cov-
ered herein, nor should it be so construed.

Docket No. Pre%.
and date filed Applicant Parchaaer, field, and lomaon P per Mt sure

I bso

G-389----------C 3-7-M6

G-3804 ......
0 7-27-0

G-722 ........
C 4-3-67

G-7223 ..........
C 4-3-67

G-764, ..........
4-11-673

G-n117...
D 5-25-67 -

G-11957- .
D 5-25-67'

G-12584 . ------
D 5-29-67

G-12 -00-------
D 5-2-66 '

G-13216 ....
D 5-25-07'

G-13W85 .......
E 3-28-67

G-14925 .......
D 5-25-67

G-16303--
D 5-25-67 4

G-17246......-
D 5-24-67'

G-17248-.
D 5-24-67

G-18112 -------
5-8-677

-18371 --------
C 5-31-67

.CIO0-216 ....

CIOD-MI --------
C & D 5-22-67

CI61-0l -......4--4-67~

C11-1773 .....
E 5-29-67

CI63-1139 .....
C 5-29-07

C164-8M ......
E 5-18-67

C164- -......
C 5-26-67

C164-1211 .....
E 5-22-67

CI66- ---
E 5-25-67

CI6 3 ......
D 5-29-67

C166-85 .....
C 5-25-07

CI67-285 -----
C 4-28-67

Atlantic Richfield Co.,' Post
Office Box 2819, Dallas, Tex.
7522L

.....do ........... ........ . .

Standard Oil Co. of Texas, a
division of Chevron Oil Co.,'
Post Office Box 1249,
Houston, Tex. 77001.

...do -.....-----------------

Mobil Oil Corp., Post Office
Box 2444, Houston, Tex.
Z70L

Mobil Oil Corp. (partial
abandonment).
_ - do ---------------------------

_ --.do --------------------------

Cabot Corp. (SW) (Operator),
ot aL, Post Office Box 1101,
Pampa, Tex. 79085.

Mobil Oil Corp. (partial
abandonment).

Fred Whitaker (Operator) et al.
(successor to International
Helium, Inc. (Operator) et
al.), c/o Tom Roberts,
attorney, 201 Whltaker Bldg.,
Carthage, Tex. 7533.

Gulf Oil Corp Post Office Box
1589, Tulsa, Okla. 74102.

Mobil Oil Corp. (partial
abandonment).

Mobil Oil Corp. (Operator)
et al.

.- do ...... .... . ..........

Petroleum Consultants, Ine.
(Operator) et al. (formerly
Val R. R e & Associates,
Inc. (Operator) et al.) 2820
Central Ave., SE., Albuquer-
que, N. Mex. 87108.

Aztec Oil & Gas Co 2000 First
National Bank Blig,, Dallas,
Tex. 75202.

Petroleum Consultants, Inc.
(Operator) et aL (formerly
Val R. Reem & Associates,
In. (Operator) et al.).

Continental Oil Co. (Operator)
et al., Post Office Box 2197,
Houston, Tex. 77001.

Petroleum Consultants, Inc.
(formerly Val R. Reese &
Associates, Inc.).

Conroy, Inc. (successor to
South Texas Development
Co., Operator), 1100 Alamo
National Bldg., San Antonio,
Tex. 7820.

Harper Oil Co. (Operator) et
al., 904 Hightower Bldg.,
Oklahoma City, Ok]s 73102.

Ralph L. Warner (succaor to
R. G. Lawton), 105 Lee St.,
Gassaway, W. Va. 26624.

Tenneco Oil Co. (Operator) et
al., Post Office Box 2511,
Houston, Tex. 77001.

R. R. Sheets (successor to Fred
V. Shadid, et al.), 640 North-
east 63d St., Oklahoma City,
Okla. 73105.

The Permian Corp. (successor
to MeWood Corp., Operator),
Post Office Box 3119, Mid-
land, Tex. 79704.

Austral Oil Co., Inc., et al.,
2700 Humble Bldg., Houston,
Tex. 77002 (parti abandon-
ment).

Oklahoma Natural Gas Co.,
Post Office Box 871, Tulsa,
Okla. 74102.

Gulf Oil Corp -------------------

C167-930--------. Cities Service Ol Co.,
A 1-26-67 Bartlesville, Okla. 7 0.

Filling code: A-Intial service.
3-Abandonment.
C-Amendment to add acreage.
D-Amendment to delete acreage.

-Sucession.
F-Partial succession.

See footnotes at end of table.

31 Paso Natural 0e Co., Lnglie-
Mattix Field, Lee County, N. Max.

N1 Paso Natural Gas Co., Langlia-
Mattix and Ceoper-Jal Fields, Lfa
County, N. Mex.

----- do .........................

United Gas Pipe Line Co., White
Point, Saxet at al Fields, San
Patrilo and Nuecs Counties,
Tex.

United Gas Pipe Line Co,, Green
Field, Karnes County, Tex.

El Paso Natural Gas Co., spra-
berry Field, Upton County, Tex,

United Gas Pipe Line Co.. Bethany
Field Panola County, Tax,

Colorado Interstate 06a Co.. Mo-
cane Field, Beaver County, Okla.

El Paso Natural Gas Co., Spra
berry Field, Upton County, Tel

Texas Gas Transmission Corp.,
Carthage Field, Panola County,
Tex.

Tranwestern Pipeline Co., Block
27, McKee Field, Crane County,
Tex.

El Paso Natural Gas Co., Spra-
berry Field, Upton County, Tex.

Sinclair Oil & Gas Co., Abell Field,
Pecos County, Tex.

--- do ............--...-........

El Paso Natural Gas Co., Bisti
Field, San Juan County, N. Mex.

El Paso Naturad Gas Co,, Basin
Dakota Pool, San Juan County,
N. Mer.

El Paso Natural Gas Co., acreage IuI
Rio Arriba County, N. Mel

Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co.,
Various Fields, Woods, Alfalfa,
Dewey, and Major Counties,
Okla.

El Paso Natural Gas Co., acreage In
Rio Arriba County, N. Max.

Kansas-Nebraska Natural Gas Co,,
Inc., Surveyor Creek Field, Wash.
ington County, Colo.

Arkansas Louisiana Gas Co., North
Drummond Area, Garfield and
Major Counties, Okla.

Consolidated Gas Supply Corp.,
Grant District, Marion County,
W. Va.

Michigan Wisconsin Pipe Line Co.,
Garvie Area, Woodward County,
Okla.

El Paso Natural Gas Co., South
Brick Field, Greer County, Okla,

Tennessee Gas Pippline Co., a divi.
sion of Tenneco Inc., Fort Jessup
Field Area, Sabine Parish, Ls.

Arkansas Louisiana Gas Co., sera.
age in Haskell and Latimer
Counties, Okla.

Arkansas Louisiana Gas Co South
Bokoshe Field, Le Fle County,
Okla.

Transwestern Pipeline Co, North-
west Mendota Field, ifephillCounty Tax.

=ranswem Pipeline Co. Halley
Field, Winkler County, Te

1&0

10.0

1 0

10.0

1410

Assigned

Assigned

Assigned

Assigned

14.0

Uneconomical

Assigned

Assigned

Assigned

13.0

18.0

12.0

a118.0

11414.0
1112.0

10.0

15,0

21.0

* 17.0

13.0

18.75

Uneconomical

15.0

1 17.0

14,66

1 C025
15 025

Rt M110215

10.4

14,68

1& 325

14, C5

1. 025

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 32, NO. 1 15-THURSDAY, JUNE 15, 1967



NOTICES

Docket No. Pr-
and date fed Applicant Purchaser, field, ond location 1plicer- Met

CI67-1462.....
A 3-23-67

C167-1683 ....
A 5-26-67

C167-1634 .....
A 5-26-67

CI67-165-....
A 5-26-67

CI67-1636 -----
(G-20327)
F 5-29-67

C167-1637 -----
A 5-29-67

C167-1633 -------
A 5-29-67

CI67-16699---
A 5-29-67

C167-1690 -.---
B 5-29-67

C167-169L .....
A 5-29-67

C167-1692---...
(G-20242)
F 5-26-67

CI67-1693.
A 5-29-67

A 5-19-67

0167-1695 ....
B 5-31-67

CI67-16 -----
B 5-29-67

01167-1697 .....
B 5-29-67

0167-16 3 ----
B 5-29-67

CI67-1699 -------
B 5-29-67

0167-1700 .----
B 5-29-67

CI67-1701 -----
A 5-31-67

0167-17M2 .....
A 5-1-67

0I67-1703 .....
A 5-31-67

Charles A. Laughin, Route 3,
New Bethlehem, Pa. 16242.

Edwin G. Bradley and Ge.
R. Shaw, d.ba. Bradley-
Shaw, 826 Union Center
Bldg., Wichita, Kans. 67202.

Weva Oil Corp., Parkersburg
National Bank, Parkesburg,
W. Va. 26102.

Calvert-Mid Amerlca, Inc., etal.,
Fourth Floor, National Bank
of Tulsa Bldg., Tulsa, 0kla.
74103.

A.I.K., Ltd. No. 2 (suecessor
to Wyant entures, Ltd.),
706 Bank of Southwest Bldg.,
Amarillo, Tex. .709.

Humble Oil & Refining Co.,
Post Office Box 2100,
Houston, Tex. 77001.

Sidwell Oil & Gas, Inc.
(Operator), et al., edo i'erry
F. Lyons, attorney, Post
Office Box 550, Amarillo,
T 79105.

Humble Oil& Refining Co_....

Ashland Oil & Refining Co.,
Post Office Box 1805,

-Oklahoma City, Okla. 73118.
Humble Oil & Refining Co_.

Singer-Fleischaker O1 Co.,
Inc.'(snccessor to Continental
Oil Co.), W92 Whitney Bldg.,
Now Orleans, La. 70130.

Union Texas Petroleum, a
division of Allied Chemical
Corp., Post Office Box 2120,
Houston, Tex. 77091.

. C. Walker, Brain, Pa. 1.OM2._

American Metal Climax, Inc.,
1270 Avenue of the Americas,
New York, N.Y. 10920.

Texas Oil & Gas Corp., 25 2
Fidelity Union Tower,
Dalia, 'Tex. 75201.

----- do ........................

----- do ........................

----- do .......................

Coastal States Gas Producing
Co., Post Office Box 521,
Corpus Christi, Te. 789403.

Kilroy Propertie. Inc., et. al.,
1903 FIrst City Natlonal
Bank Bldg., Houston, Tex.
7-002.

Tenneco Oil Co ..............

T. M. Huber Corp., 2401 East
Second Ave., Denver, Colo.
80206.

The Manufactarer Light & Heat
Co., Porter Towns.hp, ClarionCounty. Pa. GsC. uao

PlatPtra Gas Co., Hunt=n
Gas Field, Kearny County, an

Consolidated Gas Supply Corp.,
Le District, Calhoun County,
W. Va.

Northern Natural Ias Co., acrmez
in Beaver County, 0kO.

Colorado Intrtato Oas Co., M e=
cane-Laverne Field, Harper Coun-
ty, Okl.

Panhandle Eastern Pipo Lino Co.,
Selling Field, DOwey County,Okla.

Panhandle Ewtern Pipe Lino Co.,
acreage In Beaver County, 0kl.

Northern Natural Gas Co.. Mozano.
L=ve-no Field, Harpcr County,
Okl.

Northern Natural Gas Co., Wct
Lemon Field, 1HasUl County,

Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co.,
Northwest Domboy Field, TCxa
County, Okl.

Florida Gas Transmtwisn Co.,
Thompson Bluff Field, effcra-a
Davis ParLsh, La.

Panhandle Eastern PIpD Line Co.
Southwest Avard Area, Wos
County, 0kl.

Consolidated Gas Supply Corp.,
BenezettoTownshlp, Elk County,
Pa.

Montana-Dakota Utilities Co., West
Greybull Unit Field. Big Horn
County, Wyo.

Coastal States Gas Producdng Co.,
Appling Field, Calhoun County,
Tex.

Coastal States Gas Producing Co.,
Tesana Field, Jackson County,TeM

Coastal States Gas Producing C.,
Appling Field, Calhoun County,
Tex.

South TomsNatural Gas GatherIng
Co., South Tabasm Field Area,
Hidalgo County, Tex.

Mlchl in Wisooasin Pip Line Co.,
Boston Bayou Field, Vrmll n
Parish, La.

Transwestern Pipeline Co., Oatezby
Field. Ellis County, Oka.

Tos Eastern T'nsmLt-con Corp.,
Coteau Frcno Fikld, A _umpttn
Parsh, La.

I Alplicant has advised willingness to accept permanent authorisatlon containlw. candl.na rnlmuilr to tlhc,-
imposed by Opinion No. 463, as modified by Opion No. 43-A.

- Amendment to certificate filed to reflect the new contract.
Deletes nonproducing acreage assigned to Cattle Land Oil Co. and Edwin L. Cor.

' Deletes nonproducing acreage assi ed to L W. Lovclady and R. IV. Blake.
5 Deletes acreage assigned to Arnold Petrocum Co.
'Deletes acreage assigned to Petroleum Corp. of Texas.
7Amendment to certificate fied to reflect change in corporate name; no chanr, In lntcc:t involvcl.
a Subject to upward and downward B.t.t. adjustment.

Rate in effectubjeet to refund in Docket No. RIA-478.
10 Applicable rate for gas not produced into low pressure system.

In Aplcable rate far gas produced Into low pressure system.
1Incudes 0.M cent upward B.t.u. adjustment. Subject to upward and downward ll.t.u. ndju:1Mzat.
X Noncommercial.
1 Subject to upward B.tu. adjustment.

[F.R. Doc. 67-6601; Filed, June 14, 1967; 8:45 a.m.]

[Docket Nos. -10239, etc.]

R. H. CARNES ET AL.

Findings and Order After Statutory
Hearing

Juim 6, 1967.
Findings and orders after statutory

hearing issuing certificates of public

convenience and necessity. amending
certificates, permitting and approving
abandonment of service, terminating
certificates, making successors co-
respondents, redesgnating proceedings,
requiring filing of agreement and under-
taking, accepting agreement and under-
taking for filing, and accepting related
rate schedules and supplements for filing.

M90

115Mo

'17.0

'17.0

u 17.55

117.0

Dcptclc

'17.0

_. 175

'17.0

27.5
(L0

Dcpldcl

DcphztcI

21.25

1117.0
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rach of the Applicants listed herein
has f led an application pursuant to sec-
tion 7 of the Natural Gas Act for a cer-
tificate of public convenience and neces-
sity authorizing the sale and delivery
of natural gas In Interstate commerce,
for permLson and approval to abandon
service, or a petition to amend an exist-
Inc certificate authorization, all as more
fully described in the respective appli-
cations and petitions (and any supple-
ments or amendments thereto) which
are on file with the Commission.

The Applicants herein have fled re-
lated FPC Gas Rate Schedules and pro-
poze to initiate or abandon, add or de-
lete natural gas service in interstate
commerce as indicated by the tabula-
tion herein. All sales certificated herein
are at rates either equal to or below the
ceiling prices established by the Com-
mislion's statement of general policy No.
61-1, as amended, or involved sales for
which permanent certificates have been
previously Issued; except that the sales
from the Permian Basin area of Ne,
Mexico and Texas are authorized to be
made at or below the applicable area
base rates and under the conditions pre-
scribed in Opinion Nos. 468 and 468-A.

Evmar Ol Corp., Applicant in Docket
Nos. C167-1036 nd C167-1223, proposes
to continue in part the sale of natural
gas heretofore authorized in Dcke&t No.
G-3605 to be made pursuant to Joseph
S. Gruss, FPC Gas Rate Schedule No. I
and to continue in toto the sale of na-
tural gas heretofore authorized in Dock-
eb No. G-3605 to be made pursuant to
Jo eph S. Gruss, FPC Gas Rate Schedule
No. 4, respectively. The contract com-
prising Joseph S. Grus, FPC Gas Rate
Schedule No. 1 will also be accepted for
filing s a rate schedule of Applicant,
and Joseph S. Grus, FP0 Gas Rate
Schedule No.4 will be redesignated as a
rate schedule of Applicant. The pres-
ently effective rate under said rate
schedules Is in effect subject to refund
in Docket No. RI6O-74,.1 and Applicant
has filed a mot-on requesting to be made
a party respondent in said proceeding.
Therefore, Applicant will be made a co-
respondent in the proceeding pending
in Docket No. R160-74, the proceeding
will be redesignated accordingly, and
Applicant will be required to file an
agreement and undertaking to assure
the refund of any amounts collected by
It in excess of the amount determined to
be Just and reasonable in said pro-
ceeding.

Dugan Production Corp.. Applicant in
Docket No. CI67-1217, proposes to con-
tinue in part the sale of natural gas
heretofore authorized in Docket No.
G-17206 to be made pursuant to El Paso
Products Co., FPC Gas Rate Schedule
No. 8. The contract comprising said rate
schedule will also be accepted for filing
as a rate schedule of Applicant. The
presently effective rate under said rate
schedule I- in effect subject to refund in
Docket No. RIC4460, and Applicant has
iled a motion to be made a party re-
spondent in said proceeding and has sub-
mitted an agreement and undertaking

I Con-rolldated in the Inta proceeding in
D,-I:et No. AR61-1 et a.
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to assure the refund of any amounts col-
lected by it in excess of the amount deter-
mined to be just and reasonable in said
proceeding. Therefore, Applicant will be
made co-respondent, the proceeding will
be redesignated accordingly, and the
agreement and undertaking will be
accepted for filing.

The staff has reviewed each applica-
tion and recommends each action
ordered as consistent with all substan-
tive Commission policies and required
by the public convenience and necessity.

After due notice, a joint petition to
intervene by Southern California Gas
Co. and Southern Counties Gas Co. of
California was filed in Docket No. C167-
1217, in the matter of the application
filed on February 27, 1967, in said docket.
The petition to intervene has been with-
drawn, and no other petitions to inter-
vene, notices of interventions, or pro-
tests to the granting of any of the respec-
tive applications or petitions in this
order have been received.

At a hearing held on May 25, 1967, the
Commission on its own motion received
and made a part of the record in these
proceedings all evidence, including the
applications, amendments and exhibits
thereto, submitted in support of the re-
spective authorizations sought herein,
and upon consideration of the record,

The Commission finds:
(1) Each Applicant herein is a "nat-

ural-gas company" within the meaning
of the Natural Gas Act as heretofore
found by the Commission or will be en-
gaged in the sale of natural gas in inter-
state commerce for resale for ultimate
public consumption, subject to the juris-
diction of the Commission, and will
therefore, be a "natural-gas company"
within the meaning of said Act upon the
commencement of the service under the
respective authorizations granted here-
inafter.

(2) The sales of natural gas herein-
before described, as more fully described
In the respective applications, amend-
ments and/or supplements herein, will
be made in interstate commerce, subject
to the jurisdiction of the Commission,
and such sales by the respective Appli-
cants, together with the construction
and operation of any facilities subject to
the Jurisdiction of the Commission
necessary therefor, are subject to the re-
quirements of subsections (c) and (e) of
section 7 of the Natural Gas Act.

(3) The respective Applicants are able
and willing properly to do the acts and
to perform the services proposed and to
conform to the provisions of the Natural
Gas Act and the requirements, rules and
regulations of the Commission there-
under.

(4) The sales of natural gas by the
respective Applicants, together with the
oonstruction and operation of any facili-
ties subject to the jurisdiction of the
Commission necessary therefor, are re-
quired by the public convenience and
necessity and certificates therefore
should be issued as hereinafter ordered
and conditioned.

(5) It is necessary and appropriate in
carrying out the provisions of the Nat-
ural Gas Act and the public convenience

and necessity require that the certificate
authorizations heretofore issued by the
Commission in Docket Nos. G-10239,
CI60-738, C163-20, C163-647, C163-1162,
CI64-1338, CI65-426, C166-176, C166-239,
C166-338, -C66-1234, and CI67-205
should- be amended as hereinafter
ordered and conditioned.

(6) It is necessary and appropriate in
carrying out the provisions of the Nat-
ural Gas Act that the certificates here-
tofore issued in the following dockets
should be amended to reflect the deletion
of acreage where new certificates are
Issued herein or existing certificates are
amended herein to authorize service
from the subject acreage:

New certificate and/or
Amend to amendment to add

delete acreage acreage
G-3605 ------------------------- I67-1036
G-3605 ------------------------- C167-1228
C-10827 ------------------------ 0166-239
G--14370--- ----- C166-239
G-17206------------------------.CI67-1217

(7) The sales of natural gas proposed
to be abandoned by the respective Appli-
cants, as hereinbefore described, all as
more fully described in the respective
applications and in the tabulation
herein, are subject to the requirements
of subsection (b) of section 7 of the Nat-
ural Gas Act, and such abandonments
should be permitted and approved as
hereinafter ordered.

(8) It is necessary and appropriate in
carrying out the provisions of the Nat-
ural Gas Act that the certificates of pub-
lic convenience and necessity heretofore
issued to the respective Applicants relat-
ing to the abandonments hereinafter
permitted and approved should be ter-
minated.

(9) It is necessary and appropriate in
carrying out the provisions of the Nat-
ural Gas Act that Evmar Oil Corp. should
be a co-respondent in the proceeding
pending in Docket No. R160-74, that said
proceeding should be redesignated ac-
cordingly, and that Evmar Oil Corp.
should be required to file an agreement
and undertaking in said proceeding.

(10) It is necessary and appropriate
in carrying out the provisions of the
Natural Gas Act that Dugan Production
Corp. should be a co-respondent In the
proceeding pending in Docket No. RI64-
460, that said proceeding should be re-
designated accordingly, and that the
agreement and undertaking submitted by
Dugan in said proceeding should be ac-
cepted for filing.

(11) It is necessary and appropriate
In carrying out the provisions of the Nat-
ural Gas Act that the respective related
rate schedules and supplements as desig-
nated in the tabulation herein should be
accepted for filing as hereinafter ordered.

The Commission orders:
(A) Certificates of public convenience

and necessity are issued upon the terms
and conditions of this order authorizing
the sales by the respective Applicants
herein of natural gas in interstate com-
merce for resale, together with the con-
struction and operation of any facilities
subject to the jurisdiction of the Com-
mission necessary for such sales, all as
hereinbefore described and as more fully

described in the respective applications,
amendments, supplements and exhibits
In this proceeding.

(B) The certificates granted In para-
graph (A) above are not transferable and
shall be effective only so long as Appli-
cants continue the acts or operations
hereby authorized In accordance with the
provisions of the Natural Gas Act and
the applicable rules, regulations and or-
ders of the Commission.

(C) The grant of the certificates is-
sued in paragraph (A) above shall not be
construed as a waiver of the require-
ments of section 4 of the Natural Gas Act
or of Part 154 or Part 157 of the Connis-
sion's regulations thereunder, and Is
without prejudice to any findings or or-
ders which have been or may hereafter be
made by the Commission in any proceed-
ings now pending or hereafter Instituted
by or against the respective Applicants.
Further, our action in this proceeding
shall not foreclose nor prejudice any fu-
ture proceedings or objections relating to
the operation of any price or related pro-
visions in the gas purchase contracts
herein involved. Nor shall the grant of
the certificates aforesaid for service to
the particular customers involved imply
approval of all of the terms of the respec-
tive contracts particularly as to the ces-
sation of service upon termination of said
contracts, as provided by section 7 (b) of
the Natural Gas Act. Nor shall the grant
of the certificates aforesaid be construed
to preclude the imposition of any sanc-
tions pursuant to the provisions of the
Natural Gas Act for the unauthorized
commencement of any sales of natural
gas subject to said certificates.

(D) The grant of the certificates
issued herein on all applications filed
after April 15, 1965, Is upon the condition
that no increase in rate which would ex-
ceed the ceiling prescribed for the given
area by paragraph (d) of the Commis-
sion's statement of general policy No,
61-1, as amended, shall be filed prior to
the applicable dates, as indicated by
footnotes 2 and 23 in the attached tabu-
lation.

(E) The initial rate for the sale au-
thorized in Docket No. CI6M-103 shall be
the applicable base area rate prescribed
in Opinion No. 468, as modified by
Opinion No. 468-A, as adjusted for qual-
ity or the contract rate, whichever Is
lower; and no increase in rate in excess
of said initial rate shall be filed before
January 1, 1968.

(F) If the quality of the gas delivered
by Applicant in Docket No. CI66-103 de-
viates at any time from the quality
standards set forth in Opinion No. 468,
as modified by Opinion No. 468-A, so Its
to require a downward adjustment of
the existing rate, a notice of change in
rate shall be filed pursuant to the provi-
sions of section 4 of the Natural
Gas Act: Provided, however, that adjust-
ments reflecting changes in BtU content
of the gas shall be computed by the ap-
plicable formula and charged without
the filing of a notice of change In rate.

(G) Within 90 days from the date of
initial delivery Applicant In Docket No.
C166-103 shall file three copies of a rate
schedule quality statement in the form

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 32, NO. 115-THURSDAY, JUNE 15, 1967
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prescribed in Opinion No. 468-A. Ap-
plicant in Docket Nos. CI67-1036 and
CI67-1228 shall file rate schedule quality
statements for each rate schedule in-
volved within 45 days from the date of
this order.

(H) The initial price for the sale au-
thorized in Docket No. CI67-1085 shall
be 11 cents per Mcf at 14.65 ps.La.

(I) Certificates are issued herein in
Docket Nos. C167-1295, CI67-1299, C167-
1312, CI67-1313, CI67-1315, C167-1316,
and CI67-1396 authorizing the respec-
tive Applicants to continue the sales of
natural gas being rendered on June 7,
1954.

(J) Certificates are issued herein in
Docket Nos. CI67-1318, C167-1320, C167-
1398, and C167-1399 authorizing the re-
spective Applicants to continue the sales
of natural gas which were initiated with-
out prior Commission authorization.

(K) A certificate is issued herein in
Docket No. CI67-1296 authorizing Ap-
plicant to continue the sale of natural
gas which was being rendered without
prior Commission authorization by the
predecessor.

(L) The certificates heretofore issued
in Docket Nos. CI60-738, C163-20, C163-
647, CI63-1162, CI64-1338, C166-176,
C166-239, C166-1234, and C167-205 are
amended by adding thereto or deleting
therefrom authorization to sell natural
gas to the same purchasers and in the
same areas as covered by the original
authorizations pursuant to the rate
schedule supplements as indicated in the
tabulation herein.

(M) The acceptance for filing of the
related rate ichedules in Docket Nos.
C160-738 and C163-647 are contingent
upon Applicants' filing three copies each
of a billing statement as required by the
regulations under the Natural Gas Act.

(N) The certificates heretofore issued
in the following dockets are amended to
reflect the deletion of acreage where
new certificates are issued herein or ex-
isting certificates are amended herein to
authorize service from the subject acre-
age: New certificate

Amend to and/or amendment
delete acreage to add acrcac
G-3605 ------------------------ CI67-103G
G-3605 -------------------- CI67-1228
G-10827 ............-........ C166-239
G-14370 CI66-239

G--17206 --- C167-1217

(0) The certificates heretofore issued
in Docket Nos. G-10239, C165-426, and
C166-338 are amended by changing the
certificate holders to the respective suc-
cessors in interest as indicated in the
tabulationherein.

(P) Permission for and approval of
the abandonment of service by the re-
spective Applicants, as hereinbefore de-
scribed, all as more fully described in the
respective applications and in the tabula-
tion hereinare granted.

(Q) The certificates heretofore issued
in Docket Nos. G-18039, G-12772, CI62-
1201,.and C164-847 are terminated.

S(1R) Evmar Oil Corp. shall be a co-re-
spondent in the proceeding pending in

Docket No. RI60-74 and the proceeding
is redesignated accordingly.

(S) Within 30 days from the kIsuance
of this order Evmar 01l Corp. shall exe-
cute, in the form set out below, and shall
file with the Secretary of the Commnisslon
an acceptable agreement and under-
taking in Docket No. RI60-74 to assure
the refund of any amounts collected by It,
together with nterest at the rate of seven
percent per annum, in excess of the
amount determined to be Just and rea-
sonable in said proceeding. Unless noti-
fied to the contrary by the Seeretary of
the Commission within thirty days from
the date of submission, such agreement
and undertaking shall be deemed to have
been accepted for filing.

(T) Evmar Oil Corp. shall comply with
the refunding and reporting procedure
required by the Natural Gas Act and
§ 154.102 of the regulations thereunder,
and the agreement and undertaking filed
by Evmar in Docket No. RIGG-74 shall
remain In full force and effect until dis-
charged by the Commission.

(U) Dugan Production Corp. shall be
a co-respondent in the proceeding pend-

2 Joscph S. Gru= and Evmar Oil Corp.

inglnDacketNo. RIG--460, said proceed-
Ing I- redesignated accordingly, and the
agreement and undertaking submitted by
Dug.an In said proceeding is accepted for
filing.

(V) Dugan Production Corp. shall
comply with the refunding and reporting
procedure required by the Natural Gas
Act and § 154.102 of the regulations
thereunder, and the agreement and un-
derta kng filed by Dugan in Dcet No.
RIG4-460 shall re-mtin in full force and
effect until dischaxged by the Commis-
sion.

(W) Tne respective related rate sched-
tiles and supplements as indicated in the
tabulation herein are accepted for Ming;
further, the rate schedules relating to the
succezsions herein are accepted and re-
dedsnated, subject to the applicable
Commission Regulations under the Nat-
ural Gas Act to be effective on the dates
as indicatedin the tabulationherein.

By the Commision.

EsnaLI GORDON M GANLT,Secretary.

=El Po Prducta Co. =nd Du,.n Pro-

ductlon Corp.

PPC r ±o rchdulo to to zc Ccd

and dato filed App~lint lp dua No.

of dci =n

G-10M' -------
E 4-7-67

C 3-067 2

C1G3-Z1.....
D 10-4-

D 10-11-0

D 11-S-C5

D 11-23-0S

D 1-3-05

D 1- 24-5

D 5-19- 05
CIG3- -7-......

C 4-10-C7 3

D 1-22-5

0 4-10-07

Ft. H. Carncs ct al.
Cumccz r to H. HI.
Oft =.Oct Ot).

Afhhnd Oil& R1cRnl
Co.

Humble OR& Rc~dnirn
Co. (Orotr ) ct al.

.... 10O..... . .
..... do9 .... . .......

..... do ............ ..

CIUC3 E=IMlc Oil Co-_

Humb!s Oa & Rcsatn
Co. (Opeztor) ct at

Humb!o Oa & R.flnlbZ
Co. (Orcrotor).

CIo-42 _...._. !rms Co. (In==- r to
E 4-7-67 John H. Hill).

A 7.3N-0 u
10oepl iS. Ece_-rm &Sore% Inc., d~brL

Tc=o PoclClo 011
Co.n

Prc:'ll Co. 3l'- Ssady
Mitrlit, Xanoota
Couty, W. Va.

rant~maia r~tan pro
LUo Co. la [
113:-r =nd Dcey
Cczxntfr. 0kb.

Ark-a. Mut:bna Gan
Co.. Arkema Ara-.
Le 171a County, Okl.

Arkemam,. PitrLurg
Cuconty. Ok.-

At;coa Aan floXdf
ecwrlty. 0kI3.

Aexa'Axco. Lcumcr
Ccouty. Okl.

Arke- na.o 11O~cUC zmty. Okb.
Arkoia Axao FlttL=rcLo ty. Okb.

5 ....... ...
NYb~01 W:oon Pipo

lna Co., W1cJV-r

Ar c:,Ic, Ccunt7,
NartLM Natuml Gzs

Co., Cc=- Are-
13ancr Ccunty, 0kb.

Natur3l 03 plr,1lno Co.
of Am c'fl, Cr r-,
yL!f, ID,-cy Cczmty,

CIt^o Scfa lzo Co,
S&ith 13Lsp Arc,
LL1oC.:Unty, 0kLb.

rlarAznP~c!tno
Co.. Dc Lako Unit
No. 10, Lea CcuntN,
N. Mcs.

H. H. 0:t=.:o ct al,rPC GES No. L

A Zoant 9-23-C5 ..

Amcn'Imenn 20-07'

-n- 12-27-C
Aff"oMct 12-2-C0 9

Axf-.=cat 4-D-C I -L.

Ac5-,m3-0 5-73 t

A Elsamcat V.3C.I

Axt=ndment 2-1-G7

1121 H1. MhuL rTO
GP.S No. 3.

Sopg~ n No1.
os&I_-00f _- a Z'

4-5-G7.
Arfament 7-23-G7.
Eg12c-Ue dztc: 7-23-CT.

ea ntM e.I -12-oM-"
1.cttcr ercc,-Met12-14-).

Lct 4.crazrcscnt
lacterr ecmeCnt

C-s-CO.
Lcttcr ereccnt

1

337

85

7

125

337

E535

37

23

1

10

23

20

31

20

32

3
34
4

12
13

5

1

2

2

4

Fiung code. A-InIta curvce.
B-Abandoamcnt.
C-Aacldmfcft to 04d czrcze.
D-Amcndmcot to dc!cto c: r_
E-Succ=azei
o-rart =o! -bfl.

See faltnotP3 at end of tolc.
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Purchaser and producing area
Amount Date
of annual flling
increase tendered

Effective
date

unless
sus-pended

I Cents par Met

rropoe
incre oe

rate

I I-I I'5-8-67 '4 24' 0

54 211 ,

I4 ), 1

482 V5

a 4 21 n

3421,0
4 is 3 lY,

Date su I ..pendedI
unt- I Rate In

effect

Hunt Oil Co., 1401
Elm St., Dallas,
Tex. 75202.

11. L, Hunt et al.,
1401 Elm St.,
Dallas Tex. 75202.

Hassle Runt Trust
(Operator) et al.,
1401 Elm St.,
Dallas, Tex. 75202.

. do ................

'The stated effective date is the date of filing.
' Conditioned Initial rate provided by Opinion No. 431.
4 Pressure base is 15.025 p.s.a.

Initial rate (including taxes).
'Net rate decrease.

Footnote L-not used.

Hunt Oil Co., H. L. Hunt et al., and
Hassie Hunt Trust (Operator) et al. (all
referred to herein as Hunt) propose two-
step rate changes for their sales of nat-
ural gas from the Southern Louisiana
Area.

The sales Involved herein were in-
cluded Opinion No. 436, Union Texas
Petroleum et al., Docket Nos. G-13221
et al. Opinion No. 436 issued certificates
to these Respondents conditioned to ini-
tial rates of 20.0 cents in lieu of the
initial price provided by their contracts
but the rate reduction required therein
was stayed pending judicial review of
Opinion No. 436 pursuant to Opinion No.
436-A. Consistent therewith, sales under
these rate schedules continued to be
made pursuant to temporary authoriza-
tion.

Respondents now propose as a first
step that their presently effective rates
(as a result of the stay in Opinion No.
436-A) be immediately reduced to 20.0
cents to reflect the conditioned initial
rate which the Commission found to be
required in Opinion No. 436. Upon the
effectiveness of the decreases in rate de-
scribed above, Hunt propose as a second
step to increase their rates to 23.25 cents,
and Hassle Hunt Trust (Operator) et al.,
proposes to increase its rate to 23.55
cents. The end results of the above ac-
tion would thus reflect a net decrease
for Hunt from their presently effective
rates and a net increase for Hassle Hunt
Trust (Operator) et al., from its present-
ly effective rate. Under the circum-
stances, we conclude that the proposed
changes reflecting decreases to 20.0
cents per Mcf should be accepted for
filing and permitted to become effective
as of May 8, 1967, the date of filing, and
the proposed rate increases to 23.25 cents
and 23.55 cents per Mcf should be sus-
pended for 5.months from May 8, 1967,
the date of filing.

The sales related to Hassle Hunt Trust
(Operator) et al., rate increase contained
in Supplement No. 5 to Hunt's FPC Gas
Rate Schedule No. 29 were initially made
under a temporary certificate containing
a Condition (2) provision prohibiting
changes In the rate specified in the tern-

Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line
Corp. (Thibodeaux Field, La-
fourche Parish, La.) (South
Louisiana).

Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line
Corp. (Bear Field, Beauregard
Parish, La.) (South Louisiana).

Tennessee Gas Pipe Line Co., a
division of Tenneco, Inc. (South
Pass Block 24 Field, Placuemine
Parish, La.) (South Louisiana).

Tennessee Gas Pipe Line Co., a
division of Tenneco, Inc. (North
Rousseau Area, Lafourche Parish,
La.) (South Louisiana).

* $11

$18

100

"11,500

5-847

5-8-4- 35-8-67

5-8-437
5-8-tJ7

5-8-6i

S5-8-67

25-8-67

1 5-8-67
25-8-67

(Accepted)

10-8-07

(Accepted)

10-37

5-8-637 5-8-437 (Accepted)5-8-7 25-8-47 lt-07

20.0

'23.6

20o,0
1 23.43

5 23.25
20.0

Rate In
effect xilft

r~fe1 VI lit
dfeetrennoiw

1'Fractured" rate. Respondent contractually due a rato of 27.55 o,ito I,"r MtIf
inclusive of tax reimbursement.

,"Fractured" rate. Respondent contractuidly dut a rate of 26A-1 .',t0 per Me
inclusive of tax reimbursement.

10"Fractured" rate. Respondent contractuf-lly dt., a rat" of 21 ,91 cell 14'r Met
inclusive of tax reimbursement.

1 Net rate Increase.

porary certificate until changed by fur-
ther order of the Commission in the re-
lated certificate proceeding. Hunt re-
quests waiver of the Condition (2) provi-
sion to permit the filing of its increase.
Consistent with Commission action in-
volving sales being made pursuant to
temporary certificates containing a Con-
dition (2) provision where such sales
commenced more than 3 years ago (in-
itial delivery under this rate schedule
commenced on Nov. 23, 1961), we be-
lieve that it would be in the public in-
terest to waive Condition (2) in Hunt's
temporary certificate in Docket No. CI61-
645 to permit Hunt's proposed notice of
change in rate contained in the afore-
mentioned supplement to be fied as
hereinafter ordered.

Hunt's proposed increased rates and
charges exceed the applicable area price
level for increased rates in Southern
Louisiana as announced in the Commis-
sion's statement of general policy No.
61-1, as amended (18 CFR Ch. I, Pt. 2,
§ 2.56).

The proposed changed rates and
charges may be unjust, unreasonable,
unduly discriminatory, or preferential,
or otherwise unlawful.

The Commission finds:
(1) Good cause exists for waiving

Condition (2) in the temporary certifi-
cate issued in Docket No. CI61-645, with
respect to Hassle Hunt Trust (Operator)
et al., notice of change, designated as
Supplement No. 5 to Hunt's FPC Gas
Rate Schedule No. 29, and for allowing
such notice of change to be filed as here-
inafter ordered.

(2) It is necessary and proper in the
public interest and to aid in the enforce-
ment of the provisions of the Natural
Gas Act that the Commission enter upon
public hearings concerning the lawful-
ness of the proposed changes, and that
the above-designated supplements (inso-
far as they pertain to the 23.25 cents
and 23.55 cents per Mcf rates) be sus-
pended and the use thereof deferred as
hereinafter ordered.

The Commission orders:
(A) Condition (2) in the temporary

certificate issued In Docket No. C161-645

is hereby waived with respect to Hasslo
Hunt Trust (Operator) et al., notice of
change, designated as Supplement No.
5 to Hunt's FPC Gas Rate Schedule No.
29, and such rate change is permitted to
be filed.

(B) The above-designated rate sup-
plements, Insofar as they pertain to the
proposed rate decreases to 20.0 cents per
Mcf, are hereby accepted for filing and
allowed to become effective as of May 8,
1967.

(C) Pursuant to the authority of the
Natural Gas Act, particularly sections
4 and 15 thereof, the Commission's rules
of practice and procedure, and the regu-
lations under the Natural Gas Act (18
CFR Ch. I), public hearings shall be held
upon dates to be fixed by notices from the
Secretary concerning the lawfulness of
the proposed increased rates and charges
(23.25 cents and 23.55 cents per Mcf)
contained In the above-designated rate
supplements.

(D) Pending hearings and decisions
thereon, the above-designated rate sup-
plements, insofar as they pertain to the
23.25 cents and 23.55 cents rates, are
hereby suspended and the use thereof
deferred until October 8, 1967, and there-
after until such further time as they are
made effective in the manner prescribed
by the Natural Gas Act.

(E) Neither the supplements hereby
suspended, nor the rate schedules sought
to be altered thereby, shall be changed
until these proceedings have been dis-
posed of or until the periods of suspen-
sion have expired, unless otherwise or-
dered by the Commission.

(F) Notices of intervention or peti-
tions to intervene may be filed with the
Federal Power Commission, Washing-
ton, D.C. 20426, in accordance with the
rules of practice and procedure (18
CFR 1.8 and 1.37(f)) on or before July
24, 1967.

By the Commission.

[SEAL] GORDON M. GRANT,
Secretary.

[P.R. Doc. 67-6603; Filed, June 14, 1907;
8:45 a.m.]
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DELAWARE RIVER BASIN
COMMISSION

COMPREHENSIVE PLAN

Notice of Public Hearing
Notice is hereby given that the Dela-

ware River Basin Commission will hold
a public hearing on Friday, June 23,
1967. The hearing will take place In
Room 1306 of the Pennsylvania State
Office Building, Broad and Spring
Garden Streets in Philadelphia, begin-
ning at 2 pm. The subject of the hear-
ing will be proposals to amend the Com-
prehensive Plan so as to include therein
the following projects.

1. Philadelphia Fire Department. A
project providing for the construction of
a stone and earth dike and fill encroach-
ment into the waterway of the Delaware
River at the city-owned wharf at the foot
of Allegheny Avenue.

2. Philadelphia International Airport.
A project involving a dike and fill of
about 16 acres, encroaching into the
Delaware River for the relocation of a
branch of the Pennsylvania Railroad.

3. Dover Air Force Base. A project in-
volving construction of a secondary
treatment Iacility at the U.S. Air Force
Base in Dover, Del. Treated effluent will
discharge to the St. Jones River.

4. South FaZlsburgh Sewer District. A
project to construct a complete high-
rate trickling filter plant in the town of
Fallsburgh, Sullivan County, N.Y. The
new plant will have a capacity of 1.2
million gallons per day and will dis-
charge to the Neversink River.

5. Borough of Andover. A project to
develop public water supplies from two
existing wells to supplement present sup-
plies in Sussex County, N.. Combined
capacity of these wells will be 200,000
gallons per day.

6. Merchantville-Pennsauken Water
Commission. A project to augment pres-
ent water supplies in the Commission's
service area of Camden County, N.J., by
development of a new well with a capac-
ity of 1 million gallons per day. Addl-
tionally, 12 existing wells will be included
in the Comprehensive Plan.

7. Kent County Levy Court. A project
by the Levy Court of Kent County, Del.,
to develop a county-wide comprehen-
sive sewage disposal system including
pump stations, transmission mains and
tertiary treatment facilities.

8. Honey Brook Borough. A project by
the Borough of Honey Brook, Chester
County Pa, to augment present water.
supplies by development of a new well
(No. 5), transmission mains, distribu-
tion storage and distribution system
facilities. The proposed 235-foot well is
expected to yield 180 gallons per minute.

W. BeR=ow WHITHAL,
Secretary.

JuNE 9, 1967.
[P.R. Doe. 67-6690; Filed, June 14, 1967;

8:45 am.]

INTERAGENCY TEXTILE
ADMINISTRATIVE COMIIITTEE

CERTAIN COTTON TEXTILES AND
COTTON TEXTILE PRODUCTS PRO-
DUCED OR MANUFACTURED IN
BRAZIL

Entry and Withdrawal From Ware-
house for Consumption

Jmn 12, 19G7.
On June 7, 1967, the U.S. Government,

in furtherance of the objectives of, and
under the terms of, the Long Term Ar-
ranyement Regarding International
Trade in Cotton Textiles, done at Geneva
on February 9, 1962, Including Arti-
cle 6(c) thereof relating to nonpartlcl-
pants, informed the Government of Bra-
zil that it was renewing for an additional
12-month period beginning June 9, 1907,
and extending through June 8, 1968, the
restraint on Imports to the United States
of cotton textiles and cotton textile prod-
ucts In Categories 22, 26 (duck), and 26
(other than duck) produced or manu-
factured in Brazil. The levels of restraint
for this 12-month period are 5 percent
greater than the levels of restraint appli-
cable to these categories for the preced-
ing 12-month period.

There is published below a letter of
June 8, 1967, from the Chairman, Preo-
dent's Cabinet Textile Advisory Com-
mittee to the Commissoner of Customs,
directing that the amounts of cotton
textiles and cotton textile products In
Categories 22, 20 (duck), and 26 (other
than duck), produced or manufactured
in Brazil, which may be entered or with-
drawn from warehouse for consumption
in the United States, for the 12-month
period beginning June 9, 1907, be limited
to designated levels.

SrAnuLY NEWr,11,
Ca rmTan, Interagency Textile

Administrative Committee,
and Deputy Assistant Sccre-
tari for Resources.

T=r Smarr = or Co,=-c=
Psare r 's Cunmenr T= Anrzsoa

Co" "errrns

WASSm-M.O, D.C, 20230,
June 8, 19G7.

ComitrzssioNma or GUSs.s
Department of the Tr"ur7J,
Washington, D.C. 20220.

Drma n. Co=Arxssrr : Under the tcrmis
of the Long Term Arrangement Regardlng
International Trade In Cotton Textllez done
at Geneva on February 9. 19G2, ncluding
Article 6(c) thereof relating to nonpartlcl-
pants, and n accordance with the procedures
outlined in Eccutive Order 11052 of Septem-
ber 28, 19C2, as amended by Exccutlvo Order
11214 of April 7, 1035, you are directed to
prohibit effective Juno 9, 1967, and for the
12-month period entending through June 8.
1968. entry into the United States for con-
sumption and withdrawal from warehouse
for consumption of cotton ttxtUes and cot-
ton textle products in Catcgorlc3 22 and 26,
produced or mannufactured n Brazil, In exces
of the following designated 12-month levels
of restraint:

12-aonte
lrcz of

Categfori ean
22 .. quare yards - 3,C45,oo
26 (duc only)1  - do - 155,00
26 (other than duck) ____ do - 2,3100300

1 T.S.U.S.A. I.
320-01 through 4.0 ,003
321-01 through 04. 06,03
322-_0l through 04,06.03
329-01 through 04. 05.03
327-01 through 04.06.03
328._01 through 04. OS,03

In carrying out this directive, entre of
cotton textiles and catton te-tile prcducts
In Cateores 22 and 2G, prcduced or menu-
factured In Brazil and h ch have been ex-
ported from Brazil to the United States
prior to June 0. 19667, call be charged in
the folIo.Ang m ner: Frat, not more tan
10.C03 cquar yards of ouch goads in Cete-
Cary 22 chnll ba charged against any unfIhed
balance:; in the levels of restrant es-tab-
UishLd fo cotton textiles In Catcgo ry 26 for
the palid June 9. 1906. through June 8,
10G7; and Scond. entries of such gcods in
Cat2gprles 22 and 2G sh.all to the extent of
any unfllcA b~lancs as adjusted pursuant
to the ab-ve directions. be charged aa-inst
the level of restraint established for such
goods for the 12-month perfcd ending June
8, 197. In the event the le-el of rs--tralnt
establMhed foz the 12-month period ending
June 8, 19067. h boen exhau ted by previous
entrles, cuch goeds -hall be subject to the
dlrectives ct forth In thL letter.

A detaIled dw:cription of the categores In
terms of T.Z.U.SA. numbers Tmas publfzhed
In the r-=- -EGso.a on July 7, 196S (31
P.R. 5310).

In carrying out the ab av.a directfonz, entry
Into the United States for consumption shall
be construed. to Include entry for con-ump-
tion Into the Conmonwealth of Puerto Rico.

The actions tal;en with re-pct to the Gov-
ernment of Brazil and vith repect to im-
ports of cottan te=tiles and cotton textile
products from Brazi have been determined
by the Pre:idents' Cabinet Textile Advizory
Committee to involve foreign affairs func-
tions of the United StatE_. Therefore, the
dire tIons to the Commissioner of Customn.
being neecazry to the implementation of
such actions. fall within the foregn cffairs
exception to the notice provis-Ions of 5 US.C.
553. This letter will be published in the

Sincarely yours.

Actirg Secretary of Commerce,
Chairman, Precfdnt'i Cabinet
Tertilc Advs"ory Committce.

[F. DOc. 67-732; 1Filed. June 14, 1367;
6:4-3 am.]

SMALL BUSINESS
ADMINISTRATION

IMfleiration of Disstr Lt nArena 61

KENTUCKY

Declaration of Disaster Loan Area

Vhereas, it has been reported that
during the month of May 1967, because
of the effects of certain disasters_. damage
reulted to residences and business prop-
erty located In Hardin County, in the
State of Kentucky.
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Whereas, the Small Business Adminis-
tration has investigated and received
other reports of investigations of condi-
tions in the area affected;

Whereas, after reading and evaluating
reports of such conditions, I find that
the conditions in such area constitute a
catastrophe within the purview of the
Small Business Act, as amended.

Now, therefore, as Administrator of
the Small Business Administration, I
hereby determine that:

1. Applications for disaster loans un-
der the provisions of section 7(b) (1) of
the Small Business Act, as amended, may
be received and considered by the office
below indicated from persons or firms
whose property, situated in the aforesaid
county and areas adjacent thereto,
suffered damage or destruction resulting
from floods and accompanying condi-
tions occurring on or about May 14, 1967.

OFMCE

Small Business Administration Regional
Offilce, Fourth and Broadway, Louisville,
Ky. 40202.

2. Applications for disaster loans un-
der the authority of this declaration will
not be accepted subsequent to December
31, 1967.

Dated: June 8, 1967.

BERNARD L. BOUTIN,
Administrator.

[P.R. Doc. 67-6704; Filed, June 14, 1967;
8:46 a.m.]

INTERSTATE COMMERCE
COMMISSION

[Notice 1074]

MOTOR CARRIER, BROKER, WATER
CARRIER AND FREIGHT FOR-
WARDER APPLICATIONS

JUNE 9, 1967.
The following applications are gov-

erned by Special Rule 1.2471 of the Com-
mission's general rules of practice (49
CFR, as amended), published in the FED-
ZRAL REGISTER issue of April 20, 1966, ef-
fective May 20, 1966. These rules provide,
among other things, that a protest to the
granting of an application must be filed
with the Commission within 30 days
after date of notice of filing of the appli-
cation is published in the FEDERAL REG-
ISTER. Failure seasonably to file a pro-
test will be construed as a waiver of op-
position and participation in the pro-
ceeding. A protest under these rules
should comply with § 1.247(d) (3) of
the rules of practice which requires that
it set forth specifically the grounds upon
which it is made, contain a detailed
statement of protestant's interest in the
proceeding (including a copy of the spe-
cific portions of Its authority which pro-
testant believes to be in conflict with

ICopies of Special Rule 1.247 (as amended)
can be obtained by writing to the Secretary,
Interstate Commerce Commission, Washing-
ton, D.C. 20423.

NOTICES

that sought in the application, and de-
scribing in detail the method-whether
by joinder, interline, or other means-
by which protestant would use such
authority to provide all or part of the
service proposed), and shall specify with
particularity the facts, matters, and
things relied upon, but shall not include
issues or allegations phrased generally.
Protests not in reasonable compliance
with the requirements of the rules
may be rejected. *The original and
one copy of the protest shall be filed with
the Commission, and a copy shall be
served concurrently upon applicant's
representative, or applicant if no rep-
resentative is named. If the protest In-
cludes a request for oral hearing, such
requests shall meet the requirements of
§ 1.247(d) (4) of the special rule, and
shall include the certification required
therein.

Section 1.247(f) of the Commission's
rules of practice further provides that
each applicant shall, if protests to its
application have been fied, and within
60 days of the date of this publication,
notify the Commission in writing (1)
that it is ready to proceed and prosecute
the application, or (2) that it wishes to
withdraw the application, failure in
which the application will be dismissed
by the Commission.

Further processing steps (whether
modified procedure, oral hearing, or
other procedures) will be determined
generally in accordance with the Com-
mission's General Policy Statement Con-
cerning Motor Carrier Licensing Proce-
dures, published in the FEDERAL REGISTER
issue of May 3, 1966. This assignment will
be by Commission order which will be
served on each party of record.

The publications hereinafter set forth
reflect the scope of the applications as
filed by applicants, and may include
descriptions, restrictions, or limitations
which are not in a form acceptable to the
Commission. Authority which ultimately
may be granted as a result of the appli-
cations here noticed will not necessarily
reflect the phraseology set forth in the
application as filed, but also will elim-
inate any restrictions which are not
acceptable to the Commission.

No. MC 263 (Sub-No. 177), filed May 24,
1967. Applicant: GARRETT FREIGHT-
LINES, INC., 2055 Garrett Way, Poca-
tello, Idaho 83201. Applicant's repre-
sentative: Maurice H. Greene, 334 First
Security Bank Building, Boise, Idaho
83702. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
regular routes, transporting: Classes A
and B explosives, between Denver, and
Grand Junction, Colo., over U.S. High-
ways 40 and 6, serving no intermediate
points, and serving Grand Junction as a
point of joinder only. NOTE: If a hearing
is deemed necessary, applicant requests
it be held at Denver, Colo.

No. MC 730 (Sub-No. 280), filed May
26, 1967. Applicant: PACIFIC INTER-
MOUNTAIN EXPRESS CO., 1417 Clay
Street, Oakland, Calif. 94604. Applicant's
representative: Charles Frederick Zee-
buyth (same address as applicant). Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular

routes, transporting: Acids, chemicals,
and chemical solutions, in bulk, in tank
vehicles, from points in Spokane County,
Wash., to points in Idaho, Montana, and
Oregon and ports of entry on the Inter-
national boundary line between the
United States and Canada located In
the States of Washington, Idaho, and
Montana. NOTE: If a hearing Is deemed
necessary, applicant requests it be held
at Portland, Oreg., or Spokane, Wash.

No. MC 730 (Sub-No. 281), filed May
31, 1967. Applicant: PACIFIC IINTER-
MOUNTAIN EXPRESS CO., a corpora-
tion, 1417 Clay Street, Oakland, Calif.
94604. Applicant's representative: Alfred
G. Krebs (same address as applicant).
Authority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over regular
routes, transporting: General commodi-
ties (except those requiring armored
vehicles or armed guards, classes A and
B explosives, household goods as defined
by the Commission, commodities in bulk,
and those requiring special equipment),
serving the plantsite of the Ford Motor
Co., located at Van Dyke and Eighteen
Mile Road, Sterling Township, Mich., as
an off-route point in connection with
applicant's authorized regular route
operations to and from Detroit, Mich,
NOTE: If a hearing Is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at Detroit,
Mich., or Toledo, Ohio.

No. MC 4405 (Sub-No. 451), filed May
24, 1967. Applicant: DEALER TRANSIT,
INC., 13101 South Torrence Avenue, Chi-
cago, Ill. 60633. Applicant's representa-
tive: James W. Wrape, 2111 Sterlck
Building, Memphis, Tenn. 38103. AU-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over Irregular

"routes, transporting: (1) Trailers and
trailer passenger automobiles, from
Troy, Ala., to points in the United States
(except Hawaii), and (2) tractors in
secondary driveaway service only when
drawing trailers or trailer chassis (other
than those designed to be drawn by pas-
senger automobiles) moving in initial
driveaway service, from Troy, Ala., to
points in Arizona, Nevada, Oregon, Ver-
mont, and Alaska. NoTE: If a hearing Is
deemed necessary, applicant requests It
be held at Washington, D.C., or Phila-
delphia, Pa.

No. MC 4966 (Sub-No. 16), filed May
26, 1967. Applicant: JONES TRANSFER
COMPANY, a corporation, 111 Jones
Avenue, Monroe, Mich. 48161. Appli-
cant's representative: Rex Eames, 900
Guardian Building, Detroit, Mich. 48226.
Authority sought to operate as a coM-
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over
regular routes, transporting: General
commodities, except those of unusual
value, class A and B explosives, house-
hold goods as defined by the Commis-
sion, commodities in bulk and those
requiring special equipment, serving the
plantsite of Ford Motor Co., Van Dyke
and 18 Mile Road, Sterling Township,
Mich., as an off-route point In connec-
tion with carrier's regular-route opera-
tions to and from Detroit, Mich. NOTE:
If a hearing Is deemed necessary, appli-
cant requests it be held at Detroit, Mich.

No. MC 5470 (Sub-No, 25), filed May
25, 1967. Applicant: ERSKINE & SONS,
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INC., Rural Delivery No. 5, Box 146,
Mercer, Pa. 16137. Applicant's represent-
ative: THEODORE POLYDOROFF,
1329 E Street, NW., Washington, D.C.
20004. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Scrap
steel, in bulk, in dump vehicles, between
Niagara Falls, N.Y., on the one hand,
and, on the other, points in Pennsyl-
vania, West Virginia, Ohio, Kentucky,
Indiana, Illinois, Michigan, New Jersey,
Maryland, Delaware, and Virginia. NOTE:
If-a hearing is deemed necessary, appli-
cant requests it be held at Washington,
D.C.

No. MC 8600 (Sub-No. 22), filed
May 29, 1967. Applicant: WERNER
TRANSPORTATION CO., a corpora-
tion, 2601 32d Avenue South, Minne-
apolis, Minn. 55406. Applicant's repre-
sentative: James L. Nelson, W-1262
First National Bank Building, St. Paul,
Minn. 55101. Authority sought to op-
erate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over regular routes, transport-
ing: Frozen foods, serving the plantsites
of Tony Downs Food Co., located at or
near St. James and Madelia, Minn., as
off-route points in connection with Ap-
plicant's regular route operations in the
States of Minnesota, Wisconsin, Illinois,
Indian, and Ohio. NOTE: If a hearing Is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
beheld at lnneapolis,-Minn.

No. MC 10761 (Sub-No. 212), filed
May 26, 1967. Applicant: TRANS-
AMERICAN FREIGHT LINES, INC.,
1700 North Waterman Avenue, Detroit,
Mich. 48209. Applicant's representative:
A. Alvis Layne, Pennsylvania Building,

.Washington, D.C. 20004. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Prepared foodstuffs (ex-
cept commodities in bulk), from Dover,
Del., to points in Illinois, Indiana, Kan-
sas, Krentucky, Ohio, Michigan, and Mis-
souri. NOTE: If a hearing is deemed
necessary, applicant requests it be held
at New York, N.Y.

No. MC 10761 (Sub-No. 213), filed
May 29, 1967. Applicant: TRANS-
AMERICAN FREIGHT LINES, INC.,
1700 North Waterman Avenue, Detroit,
Mich. 48209. Applicant's representative:
L. G. Naidow (same address as appli-
cant). Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: General
commodities (except those of unusual
value, class A and B explosives, house-
hold goods as defined by the Commission,
commodities in bulk, and those requir-
ing special equipment, serving the plant-
site of the Ford Motor Co. At Van Dyke
and 18 Mile Road, located at Sterling
Township, Mich., as an off route point
in connection with the carrier's pres-
ently authorized regular route operations
to and from Detroit, Mich. NoTE: If a
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at Detroit, Mich.

No. MC 13250 (Sub-No. 90), filed May
25, 1967. Applicant: J. H. HOSE TRUCK
LINE, INC., 5003 Jensen Drive, Post
Office Box 16190, Houston, Tex. 77022.
Applicant's representative: Thomas E.
James,The 904 Lavaca Building, Austin,

Tex. 78701. Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting:
Street sweepers and parts, from points in
Los Angeles County, Calif., to points in
the United States (except Hawali). No-,E:
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli-
cant requests it be held at Los Angeles,
Calif., Washington, D.C., or Chicago, Ill.

No. MC 28599 (Sub-No. 6), fled May
26, 1967. Applicant: DEVINE & SON
TRUCKING CO., Post Office Box 217,
West Sacramento, Calif. 95691. Appli-
cant's representative: Frank Loughran,
100 Bush Street, San Francisco, Calif.
94104. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Wood
chips, in bulk, in truckload quantities,
from Paskenta, Tebama County, Callf.
to the port of Sacramento, Calif. No=:
If a hcarlng is deemed necessary, ap-
plicant requests it be held at Sacramento
or San Francisco, Calif.

No. MC 28956 (Sub-No. 12) (Correc-
tion), fled May 17, 1967, published in
FEDERAL REGISTER issue of June 1, 1967,
corrected June 1, 19067, and republUihed
as corrected, this issue. Applicant: G. P.
RYALS, doing business as RYALS
TRUCK SERVICE, Post Office Box 634,
Albany, Oreg. Applicant's representative:
Lawrence V. Smart, Jr., 419 Northwest
23d Avenue, Portland, Oreg. 97210. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Liquid fertilizer
and fertilizer solutions, from points in
Clark County, Wash., and point- in Ore-
gon. NOTE: Applicant states no dupli-
cating authority Is being sought. The
purpose of this republication is to add
"liquid" to the commodity description
which was inadvertently omitted. If a
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at Portland, Orcg.

No. MC 29910 (Sub-No. '74), fled
May 26, 1967. Applicant: ARKANSAS-
BEST FREIGHT SYSTEM INC., 301
South llth Street, Fort Smith, Ark,
72901. Applicant's representative:
Thomas Harper, Kelley Building, Post
Office Box 43, Fort Smith, Ark. 72901.
Authority soughE to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over re-ular
routes, transporting: Gcneral commod-
ities, except those of unusual value, and
classes A and B explosives, household
goods as defined by the Commission,
commodities in bulk and those requiring
special equipment, serving the plantsite
of Republic Powdered Metals, Inc.. in
Brunswick Hills Township, Medina
County, Ohio, as an off-route point in
connection with carrier's regular route
operations to and from Cleveland, Ohio.
NoTE: If a hearing Is deemed neces-
sary, applicant requests it be held at
Columbus, Ohio.

No. MC 29988 (Sub-No. 107), filed
May 29, 1967. Applicant: D C INTER-
NATIONAL, INC., East 45th at Jackson,
Denver, Colo. 80216. Applicant's repre-
sentative: David Axelrod, 39 South La
Salle Street, Chicago, IL Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over regular routes,
transporting: General commodifitcs
except livestock, gasoline, and other

liquids In bulk, automobiles, coal, sand
and gravel, and Portland ca-ment,
between DEnver, Colo., and San Ber-
nardino, Calif., from Denver over Inter-
state Highway 70 to junction Interstate
Highway 15, at or near Cove Fort, Utah,
thence over Interstate Highway 15 to
San Bernardino. and return over the
came route, as an alternate route for
operating convenience only. Nora: Ap-
plicant states that portions of Interstate
Highways 70 and 15 between Denver,
Colo., and San Bernardino. Calif. ere
not completed, and authority is being
sought to operate over U.S. Highway 6
between Danver, Colo., and Price, Utah,
U.S. Highway 89 and Utah Highways 10
and 4 between Price, Utah, and Junction
Interstate Highways 70 and 15 at or near
Cove Fort, Utah, and over US. Highway
91 between junction Inter--state Highways
70 and 15 at or near Cove Fort, Utah,
and Las Vegas, Nev. As portions of
Interstate Highways 70 and 15, between
Denver and San Bernardino, are com-
pleted. applicant would relinquish any
authority granted to operate over the
highw"ays listed above, and would operate
over the completed portions of Interstate
Highways 70 and 15. If a hearing is
deemed necezzary, applicant requests it
be held at Denver, Colo.

No. MC 31600 (Sub-No. 617), fled
Many 15, 1967. Applicant: P. B. AMUTRIE
MOTOR TRANSPORTATION, INC..
Calvary StreEt, VWaltham, Mass. 02154L
Applicant's represantative: Harry C.
Amez, Jr., 529 Transportation Building
'Washington, D.C. 20006. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrie,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Commodities, in bull, in
tank or hopper type vehicles, batween
ports of entry on the international
boundary line betwcen the United States
and Canada at or near Trout River,
Alceandria Bay, Raozeveltown, Ogden s-
burg, and Champlain, N.Y., Highgate
Springs, Darby Line, and Norton, Vt., and
Jackmn, Van Buren, Houlton, Vance-
boro, and Calais, Maine, on the one land,
and, on the other, points in Connecticut,
Delaware, Maine, Maryland, Massa-
chusetts, New Hampshire, New Jersey,
New York, Ohio, Pennsylvania. Rhode
Island, and Vermont, restricted to the
transportation of traffic originating at
or destined to p:ints in the Province of
Quebec, Canada. Nor:: If a hearing is
deemed necezsary, applicant requests it
be held at Washington, D.C.

No. MC 33293 (Sub-No. 2), filed
May 29, 1967. Applicant: SCHOCE
TRANSFER CO., INC., 655 Industrial
Boulevard, R""""a City, Kans. 65115.
Applicant's reprezentative: Lowell I,
Knlpmeyer, Power and Light Building,
Kansas City, Mo. 64105. Authority
cought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vchicle, over irregular routes,
transportlng: General commodities, with
usual exceptons, between Kansas City,
Kans., and Grain Valley. Mo. No=-: Ap-
plicant states that tacking will take place
between Kansas City, Kans., and points
in Mansas within 10 miles thereof as
prezently authorized in MC 33298. Appli-
cant holds contract carrier authority in
MC 126543, therefore dual operations
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may be involved. If a hearing is deemed
necessary, applicant requests it be held at
Kansas City, Kans., or Kansas City.
Mo.

No. MC 35906 (Sub-No. 2), filed
May 19, 1967. Applicant: JOHN M. LES-
TICIAN, doing business as JOHN LES-
TICIAN TRUCKING, 484 Bunting Ave-
nue, Trenton, N.J. 08611. Applicant's rep-
resentative: Lawrence A. Eleuteri, Sr.,
The Ashurst Mansion, Mount Holly, N.J.
08060. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Coal, from
Trenton, N.J., and Yardley, Pa., to Fort
Dix, N.J. NOTE: If a hearing is deemed
necessary, applicant requests it be held
at Trenton, Camden, or Newark, N.J.

No. MC 43442 (Sub-No. 18), filed May
29, 1967. Applicant: TRANSPORTA-
TION SERVICE, INC., 202 1 South
Schaefer, Detroit, Mich. 48217. Appli-
cant's representative: John Graham
(same address as applicant). Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over regular routes,
transporting: General commodities (ex-
cept those of unusual value, classes A and
B explosives, household goods as defined
by the Commission, commodities in bulk,
and those requiring special equipment),
serving the plantsite of the Ford Motor
Co., located at Van Dyke and 18 Mile
Road, Sterling Township, Mich., as an
off-route point in connection with appli-
cant's presently held authorized author-
ity to and from Detroit, Mich. NoTE: If a
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at Detroit or Lansing,
Mich.

No. MC 50544 (Sub-No. 59), filed May
25, 1967. Applicant: THE TEXAS AND
PACIFIC MOTOR TRANSPORT COM-
PANY, a corporation, 210 North 13th
Street, St. Louis, Mo. 63103. Applicant's
representative: Robert S. Davis (same
address as above). Applicant presently
holds authority in MC 50544 to conduct
operations as a common carrier by motor
vehicle, transporting general commodi-
ties moving in express service on billing
of Railway Express Agency, Inc., only,
over specified regular routes in Texas,
New Mexico, Louisiana, and Arkansas,
subject to certain restrictions, among
which is the following: "No shipments
shall be transported by said carrier be-
tween any of the following points, or
through, or to, or from, more than one of
said points: Alexandria (applicable only
in respect of shipments moving to or from
points east of Alexandria), New Orleans,
and Shreveport, La., Texarkana, Tex.-
Ark., Fort Worth-Dallas (considered as
one), Abilene, and El Paso, Tex." By this
application, applicant desires to operate
between Dallas-Ft. Worth, Tex., on the
one hand, and, on the other, Odessa, Tex.,
over routes authorized in applicant's cer-
tificate MC 50544, serving all presently
authorized intermediate points, this be-
ing solely an application to modify the
key point of Abilene, Tex., for the trans-
portation of REA express traffic only.
NoTE: Common control may be involved.
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli-
cant requests it be held at Dallas or
Houston, Tex.

No. MC 50935 (Sub-No. 12), filed
May 29, 1967. Applicant: WOLVERINE
TRUCKING COMPANY, a corporation,
8205 Mount Elliott, Detroit, Mich. 48211.
Applicant's representative: Miss Wlhel-
mina Boersma, 1600 First Federal
Building, Detroit, Mich. 48226. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Malt beverages, between
Detroit, Mich., and points in Maryland,
Tennessee, and that part of Indiana on
and south of U.S. Highway 30, and points
in West Virginia and Pennsylvania.
NOTE: If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at Detroit
or Lansing, Mich.

No. MC 51146 (Sub-No. 56), filed
May 2g, 1967. Applicant: SCHNEIDER
TRANSPORT & STORAGE, INC., 817
McDonald Street, Green Bay, Wis. 54306.
Applicant's representative: Charles W.
Singer, 33 North La Salle Street, Chicago,
Ill. 60602. Authority sought to operate as
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Paper
and paper products, (1) from Joliet,
Kankakee, and Wheeling, Ill., to points
in Wisconsin and (2) from Chicago, Ill.,
to points in Indiana, Iowa, Michigan,
Minnesota, Missouri, and Wisconsin.
NOTE: If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at Chicago,
Ill.

No. MC 52579 (Sub-No. 74), filed May
31, 1967. Applicant: GILBERT CAR-
RIER CORP., 441 Ninth Avenue, New
York, N.Y. 10001. Applicant's representa-
tive: Irving Klein, 280 Broadway, New
York, N.Y. 10007. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Wearing apparel, and materials and
supplies used in the manufacture there-
of, between Garfield, N.J., on the one
hand, and, on the other, Oneonta and
Little Falls, N.Y. NOTE: Common control
may be involved. If a hearing is deemed
necessary, applicant requests it be held
at New York, N.Y., or Newark, N.J.

No. MC 52751 (Sub-No. 74), filed May
18, 1967. Applicant: ACE LINES, INC.,
Post Office Box 1351, 4143 East 43d
Street, Des Moines, Iowa 50305. Appli-
cant's representative: James L. Nelson,
West 1262 First National Bank Building,
St. Paul, Minn. 55101. Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Clay, clay products, and jointing
materials for use on clay products, from
Lehigh, Iowa, to points in Illinois, Iowa,
Kansas, Minnesota, Missouri, Nebraska,
North Dakota, South Dakota, and Wis-
consin and return shipments, on return.
NoTE: If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at Des
Moines, Iowa, or Chicago, Ill.

No. MC 52869 (Sub-No. 87), filed May
22, 1967. Applicant: NORTHERN TANK
LINE, a corporation, 511 Pleasant
Street, Miles City, Mont. Applicant's rep-
resentative: Alan Foss, 502 First National
Bank Building, Fargo, N. Dak. 58102. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Fertilizer and fer-
tilizer ingredients, between points in
Montana and Wyoming. NOTE: If a hear-

ing is deemed necessary, applicant re-
quests it be held at Billings, Mont,

No. MC 59124 (Sub-No. 15), filed May
26, 1967. Applicant: MAIERS MOTOR
FREIGHT COMPANY, 875 East Huron
Avenue, Vassar, Mich. Applicant's repre-
sentative: Walter N. Bleneman, Suite
1700, 1 Woodward Avenue, Detroit, Mich.
48226. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Plastic
resins, from Addyston and Kenton,
Ohio, to Vassar, Mich. NoTX: If a hearing
is deemed necessary, applicant requests
it be held at Lansing, Mich.

No. MC 59967 (Sub-No. 2), filed May
31,1967. Applicant: LASHAM CARTAGE
COMPANY, a corporation, 2601 South
Archer Avenue, Chicago, Ill. 60608. Ap-
plicant's representative: Bernard C. Pest-
coe, 412 City National Bank Building, 25
West Flagler Street, Miami, Fla. 33130.
Authority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: General commodi-
ties, except those of unusual value, com-
modities in bulk, commodities requiring
special equipment and those injurious or
contaminating to other lading, between
Palm Beach, Fla., and Miami, Fla., on
the one hand, and, on the other, points
in Palm Beach, Broward, and Dado
County, Fla., restricted to the transpor-
tation of traffic having a prior or sub-
sequent movement by water. Nomz:
Common control may be involved. If a
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at Miami, Fla.

No. MC 60251 (Sub-No. 7), filed May
29, 1967. Applicant: P. & D. TRANSPOR-
TATION, INC., Connell Highway, Nw-
port, R.I. Applicant's representative:
Robert J. Gallagher, 111 State Street,
Boston, Mass. 02109. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Used household goods, between
points in Rhode Island and Norfolk,
Worcester, Bristol, Plymouth, Barn-
stable, Middlesex, and Dukes Counties,
Mass., restricted to shipments moving on
the through bill of lading of a forwarder
operating under the exemption of the
section 402(b) (2), and having an imme-
diate, prior or subsequent line hatl
movement by rail, motor, water, or air.
NoTE: Applicant states that the proposed
service is limited to providing a local
service for a forwarder of used househnld
goods. If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at Provi-
dence, R.I., or Boston. Mass.

No. MC 61161 (Sub-No. 4), filed May
19, 1967. Applicant: GILES EXPRESS,
INC., Post Office Box 511, Botmd Brook,
N.J. 08805. Applicant's representative:
Paul J. Keeler, Post Office Box 253, South
Plainfield, N.J. 07080. Authority souht
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Plastic gloves, from Somerville and
Bound Brook, N.J., to Stamford, Conn,
NOTE: Applicant states it intends to tack
this proposed authority at Somerville
and Bound Brook, N.J., to presently held
authorized authority serving Newark,
N.J., New York, N.Y., points In Nassau
and Suffolk Counties, N.Y. If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
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be held at Newark, N.J., or New York,
N.Y.

No. MC 61403 (Sub-No. 169), filed May
29, 1967. Applicant: THE MASON AND
DIXON TANK LINES, INC., Eastman
Road, Kingsport, Tenn. 37662. Appli-
cant's representative: W. C. Mitchell, 140
Cedar Street, New York, N.Y. 10006. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Dry silica gel cata-

-lyst, in bulk, in tank or hopper type ve-
hicles, from the plantsite of the Mobil
Oil Corp., refinery located at or near
Paulsboro, N.J., to points in El Dorado,
Ark., Memphis, Tenn., and Purvis, Miss.
Nor': If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at Washing-
ton, D.C., or New York, N.Y-

No. MC 64994 (Sub-No. 92), filed May
26, 1967. Applicant: RENNIS FREIGHT
LINTES, INC., Post Office Box 612,
Winston-Salem, N.C. 27102. Applicant's
representative: Frank C. Philips, Post
Office Box 612, Winston-Salem, N.C.
27102 and James E. Wilson, 1735 K
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 20006. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Carbon furnace
electrodes, -from Morganton, N.C., to
Waukesha, Wis. NoTE: If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at Washington, D.C., or Chicago,
3lL

No. MC 69833 (Sub-No. 90), filed
May 29, 1967. Applicant: ASSOCIATED
TRUCK LINES, INC., 15 Andre Street
SE., Grand Rapids, Mich. Applicant's
representative: Robert D. Schuler, Suite
1700, 1 Woodward Avenue, Detroit, Mich.
48226. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
regular routes, transporting: General
commodities, except those of unusual
value, classes A and B explosives, house-
hold goods as defined by the Commission,
commodities in bulk, and those requiring
special equipment, serving the plantsite
of Ford Motor Co., Van Dyke and 18
Mile Road, Sterling Township, Macomb
County, Mich., as an off-route point in
connection with authorized service at
Detroit, Mich. NoTE: If a hearing Is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at Lansing, Mich.

No. MC 90548 (Sub-No. 1), filed May
23, 1967. Applicant: HUSBAND INTER-
NATIONAL TRANSPORT (ONTARIO),
LIMITED, 10 Centre Street, London,
Ontario, Canada. Applicant's represent-
ative: Robert D. Schuler, Suite 1700, 1
Woodward Avenue, Detroit, Mich. 48226.
Authority sought to operate as a com-
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over
regular routes, transporting: General
commodities (except those of unusual
value, classes A and B explosives, house-
hold goods as defined by the Commission,
commodities in bulk, and those requiring
special equipment), serving the plant-
site of Ford Motor Co., located on Shel-
don Road, in Plymouth- Township,
Wayne County, Mich., as an off-route
point in connection with applicant's
presently held authorized authority be-
tween Detroit, Mich., and points within
8 miles thereof and the international
boundary line between the United States

and Canada located at Detroit. Nor: If
a hearing Is deemed necessary, appli-
cant requests It be held at Lansing, Mic.

No. MC 96530 (Sub-No. 3), filed May
29, 1967. Applicant: JESS DANIEL
RAUSCH, doing business as RAUSCH
TRUCKING COMPANY, 124 Wilson
Avenue, Cherokee, Iowa 51012. Appli-
cant's representative: Wallace W. Huff,
314 Security Bank Building, Sioux City,
Iowa 51101. Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting:
Liquid fertilizer in specialized tank
vehicles, from Cherokee, Iowa, to points
in Nebraska, on and east of US. High-
way 281, those points in South Dakota,
east of the Missouri River, and those
points in Minnesota on and south of U.S.
Highway 12. NoTE: If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at Sioux City or Cherokee, Iowa.

No. MC 98832 (Sub-No. 2), filed May
26, 1967. Applicant: THE HARBOR
TRANSPORTATION CO., INC., 30
Waterfront Street, New Haven, Conn.
06509. Applicant's representative: Sid-
ney L. Goldstein, 109 Church Street, New
Haven, Conn. 06510. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Structural iron or steel rods, angles,
beams, plates, bars and flats, and wire
coil or rods in coils or bundlcs, from New
Haven Harbor, New Haven, Conn., to
points in Massachusetts, restricted to
shipments having an Immediate prior
movement by water. Nor': If a hearing
is deemed necessary, applicant requests
it be held at Hartford, Conn., or New
York, N.Y.

No. MC 99427 (Sub-No. 7), filed May
26, 1967. Applicant: ARIZONA TANK
LINES, INC., Post Office Box 6430,
Phoenix, Ariz. 85005. Applicant's repre-
sentative: William J. Llppman, 1824 It
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 20009. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over Irre,-ular
routes, transporting: Petroleum and
petroleum products, In bulk, in tank
vehicles, between points in New Mexico,
on the one hand, and, on the other,
points in Arizona. NoTE: If a hearing Is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at Phoenix, Ariz.

No. MC 100666 (Sub-No. 101), filed
May 25, 1967. Applicant: LETON
TRUCK LINES, INC., Box 7295, Shreve-
port, La. 71107. Applicant's representa-
tive: Wilburn L. Williamson, 450 Ameri-
can National Building, Oklahoma City,
OkIa. 71102. Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting:
Flakeboard and/or particleboard, when
made from wood chips, wood shavings,
sawdust or ground wood with added
liquid resin binder, from the plantslte
or warehouse facilities of International
Paper Co., at or near Gifford, Ark., to
points in Alabama, Arkansas, Colorado,
Florida, Georgia, Illinois, Indiana, Iowa,
Kansas, Kentucky, Louisiana, Michigan,
Minnesota, Mississppi, Missouri, Ne-
braska, New Mexico, North Carolina,
Ohio, Oklahoma, South Carolina, Ten-
nessee, Texas, and Wisconsin, No=: If

a hearing is deemed necezzary, applicant
requests it be held at Little Rock, Ark

No. MC 10066 (Sub-No. 102), filed
May 29, 1967. Applicant: MEETON
TRUCE LINEZ, INC., Post Office Box
7295, Shreveport, La. 71107. Applicant's
representative: Wilburn L. Williamson,
450 American National Building, Okla-
homa City, Ola. 73102. Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over Irrezlar routes, trans-part-
ing: Asphalt or composition ltrmber,
from Briar, Ark., to points in Alabama,
Colorado, Georgia, Illinois, Indiana, Iowa,
Kans2s, KentucLy, Louisina, jMssis-
sippl. Mi.-3uri, Nebrasia, New Mesico,
Oklahoma, Tennxemee, and Texas. Norz-:
If a hearing Is deemed neceszary, appli-
cant requests It be held at Little Rock,
Ark.

No. MC 103933 (Sub-No. 298), filed
May 22, 1967. Applicant: mORGAK
DRIVE-AWAY, INC., 2800 West L ng-
ton Avenue, Elkhart, Ind. 46514. Appli-
cant's representative: Robert C. Te-sar
(same addrezz as applicant). Authority
sought to operate as a commoT carrier,
by motor vehicle, over Irregular routes,
transporting: (1) Land and water cruia-
ers, mounted on wheeled undercarriages,
with hitchball connector designed to be
drawn by passenger automobiles, from
points In Polk County, Iowa, to points in
North Da-ota, South DaL-ota, Lontan,
and Wyoming, (2) Prefabricated build-
in g, complete, knocked down, or in
sections, and equipment and materialz
incidental to the erection and comple-
tion of such buildings when shipped
therewith, from points in Polk County,
Iowa, to points in the United States (ex-
cept Alaska and Hawaii), and (3) vaca-
Von camp-rs from points in Poweshiek
County, Iowa, to points in the United
States (except Alaska and Hawaii).
No=': If a hearing s deemed necessay,
applicant requests it be held at Des
Molnes, Iowa.

No. MC 104004 (Sub-No. 168), filed
May 29, 1967. Applicant: ASSOCIATED
TRANSPORT, INC., 380 Madison Ave-
nue, New York, N.Y. 10017. Applicant's
representative: John P. Tynan, 66-12
Fresh Pond Road, New York (Ridge-
wood), N.Y. 11227. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over regular routes, transport-
ing: General commodities, except those
of unusual value, classes A and B explo-
sives, housahold goods as defined by the
Commission, commodities in bulk, and
commodities requiring special equip-
ment, serving the plantsite, Ford Motor
Co., Van Dyke and 18 Mile Road, Ster-
ling township, Mich., as an off-route point
in connection with applicant's authority
to serve Detroit, Mich. No=': If a hearing
is deemed necessary, applicant requests
It be held at Detroit, Mich., or Washing-
ton, D.C.

No. MC 107002 (Sub-No. 336), filed
May 22, 1967. Applicant: EEARIN-
13LIER TRANSPORTERS, INC., Post
Office Box 1123, Highway 80 West, Jack-
son, Mlss. 39205. Applicant's reprecenta-
tive: John J. Borth, Post Office Box 1123,
Jackson, M1 iss. 39205. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over Irregular routes, transport-
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ing: Chemicals, in bulk, from Pasca-
goula, Miss., and points within 10 miles
thereof, to points in the United States
(except Alaska and Hawaii). NOTE: If a
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at Jackson, Miss., or
New Orleans, La.

No. MC 107012 (Sub-No. 70), filed May
17, 1967. Applicant: NORTH AMERICAN
VAN LINES, INC., Post Office Box 988,
Fort Wayne, Ind. 46801. Applicant's rep-
resentative: Martin A. Weissert (same
address as applicant). Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Vending machines, uncrated, be-
tween Compton, Calif., on the one hand,
and, on the other, points in Washington,
Oregon, Idaho, Montana, Wyoming,
California, Nevada, Utah, Colorado,
Arizona, and New Mexico. NOTE: Com-
mon control may be involved. If a hear-
ing is deemed necessary, applicant re-
quests it be held at Los Angeles, Calif., or
Washington, D.C.

No. MC 107496 (Sub-No. 566), fied
May 26, 1967. Applicant: RUAN TRANS-
PORT CORPORATION, Post Office Box
855, Des Moines, Iowa 50304. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Anhydrous am-
monia, in bulk, from Welcome, Minn.,
and 5 miles thereof, to points in Iowa,
South Dakota, North Dakota, and Wis-
consin. NOTE: If a hearing is deemed
necessary, applicant requests it be held
at Chicago, Ill., or Gary, Ind,

No. MC 107496 (Sub-No. 567), fied
May 26, 1967. Applicant: RUAN TRANS-
PORT CORPORATION, Post Office Box
855, Des Moines, Iowa 50304. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Anhydrous ammonia,
from Central Farmers Fertilizer Co.,
ammonia terminal at Pine Bend, Minn.,
to points in North Dakota, South Dakota,
Nebraska, Iowa, Illinois, and Wisconsin.
NOTE: If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at Chicago,
Ill., or Gary, Ind.

No. MC 107515 (Sub-No. 575), filed
May 29, 1967. Applicant: REFRIGER-
ATED TRANSPORT CO., INC., Post
Office Box 10799, Station A, Atlanta, Ga.
30310. Applicant's representative: B. L.
Gundlach (same address as applicant).
Authority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Foodstuffs, in
vehicles equipped with mechanical re-
frigeration, from Charlotte, N.C., to
points in Alabama, Georgia, Florida,
Tennessee, and Virginia. NOTE: If a
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at Charlotte, N.C., or
Atlanta, Ga.

No. MC 108298 (Sub-No. 30), filed
May 25, 1967. Applicant: ELLIS TRUCK-
ING CO., INC., 1600 Oliver Avenue,
Indianapolis, Ind. 46221. Applicant's
representative: Kirkwood Yockey, Suite
501, Union Federal Building, 45 North
Pennsylvania Street, Indianapolis, Ind.
46204. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
regular routes, transporting: General

commodities (except those of unusual
value, and except livestock, dangerous
explosives, commodities in bulk, com-
modities requiring special equipment,
and those injurious or contaminating to
other lading), serving the plantsite of
Ford Motor Co. at Van Dyke and Eight-
een Mile Road, located at Sterling
Township, Wayne County, Mich., as an
off-route point in connection with ap-
plicant's authorized regular route opera-
tions to and from Detroit, Mich. NOTE:
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli-
cant requests it be held at Detroit, Mich.,
Indianapolis, Ind., or Washington, D.C.

No. MC 108676 (Sub-No. 20), filed May
22, 1967. Applicant: A. J. METLER
HAULING AND RIGGING, INC., 117
Chicamauga Avenue NE., Knoxville,
Tenn. 37917. Applicant's representative:
Robert M. Pearce, Central Building,
Bowling Green, Ky. and 1033 State Street
42101. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: General
commoditites, between Knoxville, Tenn.,
and points within 75 miles thereof. Re-
stricted to traffic having an immediate
prior or subsequent movement by rail.
NOTE: If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at Knoxville
or Nashville, Tenn.

No. MC 109637 (Sub-No. 320), filed
May 22, 1967. Applicant: SOUTHERN
TANK LINES INC., 4107 Bells Lane,
Louisville, Ky. 40211. Applicant's repre-
sentative: G. R. Thim (same address as
applicant). Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting:
Plastic granules and resin powders, in
bulk, in pneumatic tank vehicles, from
Avon Lake, Ohio, to Bardstown, Ky.
NOTE: Common control may be involved.
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli-
cant requests it be held at Louisville, Ky.,
or Washington, D.C.

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. 833), filed
May 29, 1967. Applicant: CHEMICAL
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., 520 East
Lancaster Avenue, Downingtown, Pa.
19335. Applicant's representatives: Leon-
ard A. Jaskiewicz, 155 15th Street NW.,
Madison Building, Washington, D.C.
20005, also: Edwin H. Van Deusen (same
address as applicant). Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Vinegar, in bulk, in tank vehicles,
from Schoharie, N.Y., to Fair Lawn, N.J.
NOTE: If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at Wash-
ington, D.C.

No. MC 113168 (Sub-No. 10), fled May
26, 1967. Applicant: PARK TRUCKING
AND SUPPLY, INC., 2025 Railroad Ave-
nue, Glenview, Ill. Applicant's represent-
ative: James F. Flanagan, 111 West
Washington Street, Chicago, Ill. 60602.
Authority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Cement, in bulk, in
tank vehicles and in bags, from Wauke-
gan, Ill., to points in Indiana and Wis-
consin. NOTE: If a hearing is deemed
necessary, applicant requests it be held
at Chicago, Ill.

No. MC 113622 (Sub-No. 10), filed May
29, 1967. Applicant: SAMPSON AUL-

ING CORP., Pavilion, N.Y. Applicant's
representative: Ronald W. Malin, Bank
of Jamestown Building, Jamestown, N.Y.
14701. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Slag, from
Erie, Pa., to points in Chautauqua Coun-
ty, N.Y. NOTE: If a hearing is deemed
necessary, applicant requests It be held
at Buffalo, N.Y., or Erie, Pa.

No. MC 113651 (Sub-No. 118), filed
May 15, 1967. Applicant: INDIANA
REFRIGERATOR LINES, INC., 2404
North Broadway, Muncie, Ind. 47303.
Authority sought to operate as a cohm-
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over Ir-
regular routes, transporting: Foodstuffs,
other than frozen, (1) from points in
Sussex County, Del., and Frederica, Del.,
to points in Indiana, Illinois, Wisconsin,
Minnesota, Iowa, Kansas, Nebraska,
Missouri, Arkansas, Kentucky, Tennes-
see, Mississippi, Louisiana, Texas, Okla-
homa, and points in Colorado east of the
Continental Divide, and (2) from Poco-
moke City, Md., to Chicago, Ill., and
points in Indiana on and north of U.S.
Highway 30. NOTE: If a hearing is deemed
necessary, applicant requests it be held
at Washington, D.C., Philadelphia, Pa.,
or Baltimore, Md.

No. MC 113651 (Sub-No. 119), filed
May 29, 1967. Applicant: INDIANA RE-
FRIGERATOR LINES, INC., 2404 North
Broadway, Muncie, Ind. 47303. Appli-
cant's representative: Henry A. Dillon
(same address as applicant). Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Meats, meat products,
meat byproducts and articles distributed
by meat packinghouses, as described In
sections A and C of appendix I to the
report in Descriptions in Motor Carrier
Certificates, 61, M.C.C. 209 and 766 (ex-
cept hides and commodities in bulk),
from the plantsite of Oscar Mayer & Co.,
Inc., Beardstown, Ill., to points In Con-
necticut, Delaware, Indiana, Maine,
Maryland, Massachusetts, Michigan, New
Hampshire, New Jersey, New York, Ohio,
Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, Vermont,
Virginia, West Virginia, and the District
of Columbia, restricted to transportation
of traffic originating at the described
plantsite and destined to points In the
States named above. NOTE: Common
control may be involved. If a hearing
is deemed necessary, applicant requests
it be held at Chicago, Ill., or Washing-
ton, D.C.

No. MC 115841 (Sub-No. 303) (Amend-
ment), filed February 27, 1967, published
FEDERAL REGISTER Issue of March 16, 1967,
amended May 24, 1967, and republished
as amended this Issue. Applicant: CO-
LONIAL REFRIGERATED TRANS-
PORTATION, INC,, 1215 Bankhead
Highway West, Post Office Box 2169,
Birmingham, Ala. 35201. Applicant's r(p-
resentative: C. E. Wesley (same address
as applicant). Authority sought to op-
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve-
hicle, over Irregular routes, transportin.:
Foodstuffs (except In bulk or tank ve-
hicles) frozen or unfrozen, (1) from
points in New York on and west of U.S.
Highway 87; North East and Erie, Pa.,
to points In Virginia, and North Carolhin,
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(2) from points in New York on and
west of U.S. Highway 11, to Westfield,
N.Y, and North East and Erie, Pa., and
(3) from Brockport, Morton, Fredonia,
Alton, Oakfleld, Le Roy, Bergen, Mount
Morris, South Dayton, and Rochester,
N.Y., to points in Virginia and North
Carolina. NOTE: Applicant states it in-
tends to tack this proposed authority in
(2) above with other presently held au-
thorized authority serving points In
Georgia, South Carolina, Florida, Ala-
bama, Mississippi, Tennessee, and Xe4-
tucky. The purpose of this republication
is to broaden the destination point in
(1) above. If a hearing is deemed neces-
sary, applicant requests it be held at
Washington, D.C., or New York, N.Y.

No. MC 116077 (Sub-No. 213), filed
May 19, 1967. Applicant: ROBERTSON
TANK LINES, INC., 5700 Polk Avenue,
Post Office Box 1505, Houston, Tex. 77001.
Applicant's representative: Thomas E.
James, The 904 Lavaca Building, Austin,
Tex. 78701. Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting: An-
hydrous hydrogen chloride, from the
plantsite of Dow Chemical Co. at or near
Plaquemine, Iberville Parish, La., to the
plantsite of Thiokol Chemical Co. at
Moss Point, Mis. NOTE: Applicant states
that no duplicating authority is being
sought. If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant does not specify a location.

No. MC 116077 (Sub-No. 214), filed
May 19, 1967. Applicant: ROBERTSON
TANK LINES, INC., 5700 Polk Avenue,
Post Office Box 1505, Houston, Tex. 77001.
Applicant's representative: Thomas E.
James, The 904 Lavaca Building, Austin,
Tex. 78701. Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting: Clay,
clay slurry, and clay products, in bulk,
fromzpoints in Jefferson County, Ga., to
points in Mississippi, Louisiana, Ar-
kansas, and Texas. NOTE: If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant does not
specify a location.

No. MC 116254 (Sub-No. 73), filed May
22, 1967. Applicant: CHEM-HAULERS,
INC., Post Office Drawer MT, Sheffield,
Ala. 35660. Applicant's representative:
Walter Harwood, 515 Nashville Bank and-
Trust Building, Nashville, Tenn. 37201.
Authority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Resin solvents, in
bulk, in tank vehicles, from Decatur, Ala.,
to Taft, La. NoTE: If a hearing s deemed
necessary, applicant requests it be held at
Birmingham or Montgomery, Ala.

No. MC 118159 (Sub-No. 36), filed May
29, 1967. Applicant: EVERETT LOWR-
ANCE, 4916 Jefferson Highway, Post
Office Box 10216, New Orleans, La. 70121.
Applicant's representative: Harold R.
Ainsworth, 2307 American Bank Build-
ing, New Orleans, La. 70130. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Pies, and bakery goods,
both frozen and unfrozen, from points In
Tulsa County, Okla., to points in the
United States (except Alaska and Ha-
waii). NoTE: If a hearing is deemed

necessary, applicant requests It be held at
Tulsa, Okla., or Dallas, Te

No. LTC 118288 (Sub-No. 22), filed My
23, 1967. Applicant: STEPHEN F.
FROST, Post Office Box 28, Billings,
Mont. 59103. Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting:
Hides, from points in Washington, Ore-
gon, Idaho, Utah, Wontana, and Wyo-
ming to points in Illinois, Wisconsin,
Michigan, and Indiana with stop-in-
transit privileges at Billings, Mont. Norn:
If a hearing is deemed necezsary, appli-
cant requests it be held at Billings. Mont.

No. LTC 119060 (Sub-No. 2), fled May
17, 1967. Applicant: CORNIE DE JONG,
Sanborn, Iowa. Applicant's representa-
tive: Einar Viren, 004 City National Bank
Building, Omaha, Nebr. 68102. Authority
sought to operate as a contract carrier,
by motor vehicle, over Irrcgular routes,
transporting: Agricultural macinery,
implements, parts, and accessories there-
for between Hull, Iowa, on the one hand,
and, on the other, points in Iowa, Ne-
braska, South Dakota, North Dakota,
Montana, Minnesota, Kansas, Missouri,
Colorado, Illinois, Indiana, Ohio, Michi-
gan, Kentucky, and Wisconsin; and (2)
iron and steel, black and galvanized in
bars, tubes and sheets and supplie, and
equipment purchazed by Koyher Manu-
facturing Co., from the above-amned des-
tination states to the plantslte of Koyker
Manufacturing Co. at Hull, Iowa, and
pIantsite of Sioux Steel Co. at Sioux
Falls, S. Dak. Norm: If a hearing Is
deemed necessary, applicant requests It
be held at Sioux Falls, S. Dak., or Sioux
City, Iowa.

No. MC 119057 (Sub-No. 3) (Amend-
ment), filed April 6, 1967, pubishbed Fm-
ERA, REGISTER issue of Aprl 20, 1907,
amended May 25, 1967 and republished
as amended this i sue. Applicant:
GEORGE TRANSIT LINE, INC., 4010
Hubbell Avenue, Des Moines, Iowa.
Applicant's representative: Richard A.
Miller, 212 Equitable Building, Des
Moines, Iowa. Authority sought to op-
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve-
hicle, over Irregular routes, transporting:
Diammonium plwhslate in bulk, (1)
from the plantsltes and warehouses of
the New Jersey Zinc Co., located at or
near Des Moines, Iowa, to points in 1111-
nols, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Michigan,
Minnesota, Missouri, Nebrasdn, North
Dakota, Ohio, South Dakota, and Wis-
consin, and (2) from the plantzite and
warehouses of the New Jerey Zinc Co.
located at or near Colfax, Dupue, and
Riverdale, Ill., to points in Illinols, Indi-
ana, Iowa, Kansas, Michigan, Minnesota,
Missouri, Nebraska, North Dakota, Ohio,
South Dakota, and Wisconsin. NoTE: The
purpose of this republication Is to re-
describe the origin points. If a hearing Is
deemed necessary, applicant requests It
be held at Chicago, IlL, or Des Moines,
Iowa.

No. MC 119934 (Sub-No. 136)
(Amendment), filed March 8, 1967,
published in the FDEnAL RzxsrT isue
of Muarch 23, 1967, amended May 25,
1967, and republished as amended, this
issue. Applicant:' ECOF1 TRUCKING,
INC., 625 East Broadway, Fortville, Ind.

40204. Applicant's representative: Rob-
ert C. Smith, 620 Illinois Bulding, In-
dianapalis, Ind. 46204. Authority sought
to oprate as a common carrier, by
motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Diammonium phmhosate,
in bulk vehIcles, (1) from Depue, IIl., to
points in Illinois, Iowa, Wisconsin, Mis-
courl, innczota, Nebraska, Kanzas,
South Dakota, North Dakota, Indiana,
and Ohio, (2) from Riverdale and Col-
fax, IL., to point. in Indiana, Michigan,
Ohio, and Wisconsin, and (3) from Des
Moines, Iowa, to points in Illinois, Kan-
sas, Minnesata, Licourl, Nebrasla,
North Dalota, South Dak-ota, and Wis-
conin, No= : The purpose of this repub-
lication Is to broaden the scope of the
application. If a hearing Is deemed nec-
essary, applicant requests it be held at
Chicago, Ill.

No. MC. 123061 (Sub-No. 41), fled
May 22, 1967, Applicant: LEATHA3
BROTHERS, 17C. 46 Orange Street,
Salt Lake City, Utah 84104. Applicant's
repres ntative: Harry D. Pugsley, 630
El Paso Gas Building, Salt Lake City,
Utah G4111. Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over Irregular routes, transporting: Fis
feed, animal Ieed, and paultry feed and
ingredients, between the States of Utah
and Idaho. No=.: Applicant states that
no duplicating authority is baing sought.
If a hearing Is deemed necesary, appli-
cant requests It be held at Salt Lake
City, Utah.

No. TC 123067 (Sub-No. 59) (Amend-
ment), filed April 26, 1967, published in
F D ,AL RPaiszra Issue of May 18, 1967,
amended May 31, 1967, and republished
as amended, this Izsue. Applicant: M &
M1 TANK LINES, INC., Post Office Box
4174, North Station, Winston-Salem,
N.C. Applicant's representatives: Frank
C. Philips, Post Office Box 612, Wimston-
Salem, N.C., and James B. Wilson, 1735
K Street 14W., Washington, D.C. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Olivine, in bulk, in
tank or hopper vehicles, from points in
Jackson, Mitchell, and Yancey Countiss,
N.C., to points in Alabama, Georgia,
Pennsylvania, and Tennessee (except
Elizabethton and Kingsport, Tenn.).
Norz: Common control may be involved.
The purpo:e of this republication is to
broaden the origin-point. If a hearing is
deemed necezsary, applicant requests it
be held at Washington,D.C.

No. MC 123393 (Sub-No. 186), filed
May 22, 1967. Applicant: BILYE
REFRIGERATED TRANSPORT COR-
PORATION, 2105 East Dale Street,
Springfield, Mo. 65803. Applicant's rep-
resentative: Harley E. Laughlin, Post
Office Box 948, Commercial Station,
Springfield, Mo. 6803. Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over Irregular routes, trans-
porting: (1) Blood plasma, human,
frozen, from Philadelphia, Pa., and
Phoenix and Florence, Ariz, to points
in San Francisco and Alameda Counties,
Calif. (2) articles made of wood, and /or
plactfc, and wood veneer, from Milford,
Dal., to points in Arizona, Arkansas,
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CAlifornia, Colorado, Idaho, Illinois,
Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Kentucky, MIchi-
gan, Minnesota, Missouri, Montana,
Nebraska, New Mexico, North Dakota,
Ohio, Oklahoma, Oregon, South Dakota,
Tennessee, Texas, Utah, Washington,
Wisconsin, and Wyoming, and (3)
agricultural commodities the trans-
portation of which is partially exempt
under the provisions of section 203(b)
(6) of the Interstate Commerce Act if
transported in vehicles not used in carry-
ing any other property, when moving in
the same vehicle at the same time with
the commodities in (1) and (2) above,
from Philadelphia, Pa., Phoenix and
Florence, Ariz., and points in Delaware,
to points in Arizona, Arkansas, Cali-
fornia, Colorado, Idaho, Illinois, Indiana,
Iowa, Kansas, Kentucky, Michigan, Min-
nesota Missouri, Montana, Nebraska,
Nevada, New Mexico, North Dakota,
Ohio, Oklahoma, Oregon, South Dakota,
Tennessee, Texas, Utah, Washington,
Wisconsin, and Wyoming. NOTE: If a
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at Washington, D.C.

No. MC 124181 (Sub-No. 8), filed May
29, 1967. Applicant: JOSEPH GENOVA,
Clayton Road, Williamstown, N.J. Appli-
cant's representative: George A. Olsen,
69 Tonnele Avenue, Jersey City, N.J.
07306. Authority sought to operate as a
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Con-
tainers, ends, caps, and covers, from
Fruitland, Md., to points in Salem, Cum-
berland, Burlington, Gloucester, Atlantic,
Camden, and Cape May Counties, N.J.,
under contracts with Violet Packing Co.,
National Fruit Co., and Crown Cork &
Seal Co., Inc. NOTE: If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at Philadelphia, Pa., or Wash-
ington, D.C.

No. MC 124238 (Sub-No. 5), filed May
25, 1967. Applicant: CEMENT TRANS-
PORTS, INC., 3300 Republic National
Bank Building, Dallas, Tex. 75201. Appli-
cant's representative: William D. White,
Jr., 2505 Republic National Bank Tower,
Dallas, Tex. 75201. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Gypsum, gypsum products, and
when moving in the same vehicle at the
same time as gypsum products, materials
used in connection with the installation
of gypsum products, from the plantsite
of the Flintkote Co. at or near Sweet-
water, Tex., to points in Tennessee.
NOTE: If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at Dallas
or Houston, Tex.

No. MC 124692 (Sub-No. 38), filed
May 29, 1967. Applicant: SAMMONS
TRUCKING, a corporation, Post Office
Box 933, Missoula, Mont. 59801. Ap-
plicant's representative: Charles E.
Nieman, 1160 Northwestern Bank Build-
ing, Minneapolis, Minn. 55402. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Precut buildings (not pre-
fabricated), component parts thereof,
and materials and supplies used in the
installation, construction or erection
thereof, from Minneapolis, Minn., to
points in North Dakota, South Dakota,

Nebraska, Montana, Wyoming, Colorado,
Utah, Idaho, Oregon, and Washington.
NOTE: If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at Minneap-
olis or St. Paul, Min.

No. MC 125708 (Sub-No. 73) (Correc-
tion), filed April 20, 1967, published in
FEDERAL REGISTER issue of May 11, 1967,
corrected May 22, 1967, and republished
as corrected, this issue. Applicant:
HUGH MAJOR, 150 Sinclair Avenue,
South Roxana, Ill. 62087. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Building, paving, and roof-
ing materials, from points in Illinois and
the St. Louis, Mo., commercial zone, to
points in Arkansas, Illinois, Indiana,
Iowa, Kansas, Kentucky, Michigan,
Minnesota, Mississippi, Missouri, Ne-
braska, North Dakota, Ohio, Oklahoma,
South Dakota, Tennessee, Texas, Vir-
ginia, West Virginia, and Wisconsin.
NOTE: The purpose of this republication
is to show that Carl Steiner, 39 South La
Salle Street, Chicago, Ill., is not appli-
cant's representative in this particular
case. If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at Spring-
field, Ill., or Washington, D.C.

No. MC 125777 (Sub-No. 113) (Cor-
rection), filed May 17, 1967, published
in FEDERAL REGISTER issue of June 1, 1967,
and republished as corrected, this issue.
Applicant: JACK GRAY TRANSPORT,
INC., 3200 Gibson Transfer Road, Ham-
mond, Ind. 46323. Applicant's represent-
ative: Carl L. Steiner, 39 South La Salle
Street, Chicago, Ill. 60603. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Sand and sand with addi-
tives, in bulk, in dump vehicles, (1) from
Troy Grove, Ill., to points in the United
States (except Alaska, Hawaii, Indiana,
Wisconsin, Iowa, Nebraska, Kansas,
Oklahoma, Mississippi, Tennessee, Penn-
sylvania, New York, Massachusetts, and
New Jersey), (2) from Bridgman, Mich.,
to points in the United States (except
Alaska, Hawaii, Indiana, Illinois, Wis-
consin, Iowa, Nebraska, Kansas, Ken-
tucky, and Oklahoma), and (3) from
points in the United States (except
Alaska, Hawaii, Indiana, and Illinois)
to Troy Grove, Ill., and Bridgman, Mich.

NOTE: The purpose of this republica-
tion is to include the States of Kansas,
Oklahoma, Mississippi, Tennessee, Penn-
sylvania, and New York, which were er-
roneously omitted from the exceptions
in (1) above. If a hearing is deemed nec-
essary, applicant requests it be held at
Chicago, l.

No. MC 125996 (Sub-No. 9), filed May
24, 1967. Applicant: JENSEN TRUCK-
ING COMPANY, 220 16th Street,
Gothenburg, Nebr. Applicant's repre-
sentative: Charles J. Kimball, 605 South
14th Street, Box 2028, Lincoln, Nebr.
68501. Authority sought to operate as
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Animal,
bird, fish, and poultry feed and animal,
bird, fish and poultry feed ingredients,
(1) from points in Nebraska to points In
Colorado and (2) from points in Colo-
rado and Utah to points in Nebraska.
NOTE: If a hearing Is deemed necessary,

applicant requests it be held at Lincoln
or Omaha, Nebr.

No. MC 126822 (Sub-No. 13), filed May
22, 1967. Applicant: PASSAIC GRAIN
AND WHOLESALE COMPANY, INC.,
Post Office Box 23, Passaic, Mo. Appli-
cant's representative: Carl V. Kret-
singer, 450 Professional Building, 1103
Grand Avenue, Kansas City, Mo. 64106.
Authority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over Irregular
routes, transporting: Animal hides and
pelts, between the plantsites of Cox Bros.
& Co., and/or Missouri Beef Packers, Inc.,
located at or near Friona and Hereford,
Tex., on the one hand, and, on the other,
points in the United States (except
Alaska and Hawaii). NoTE: If a hearing
is deemed necessary, applicant requests
It be held at Kansas City, Mo., or Dallas,
Tex.

No. MC 126884 (Sub-No. 2), filed May
26, 1967. Applicant: FROST TRUCKING
CO., INC., 677 Washington Street, New
York, N.Y. Applicant's representative:
George A. Olsen, 69 Tonnele Avenue,
Jersey City, N.J. 07306. Authority sought
to operate as a contract carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Books, equipment, materials and
supplies used in the composition, print-
ing and binding o1 books, except com-
modities in bulk in dump or tank vehicles,
between points in New York, New Jersey,
Connecticut, Brattleboro, Vt., and Phila-
delphia, Pa. No=: If a hearing Is deemed
necessary, applicant requests it be held
at New York, N.Y., or Washington, D.C.

No. MC 127042 (Sub-No. 18), filed May
23, 1967. Applicant: HAGEN, INC., 4120
Floyd Avenue, Sioux City, Iowa. Appli-
cant's representative: J. Max Harding,
Third Floor NSEA Building, Post Offico
Box 2028, 14th and J Streets, Lincoln,
Nebr. 68501. Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting:
Meats, meat products and meat byprod-
ucts, and articles distributed by meat
packinghouses, as described in sections
A and C of appendix I to the report in
Descriptions in Motor Carrier Certifi-
cates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766 (except hides
and commodities in bulk, in tank vehi-
cles), from the plantsite and storage
facilities utilized by Wilson & Co., Inc.,
at or near Cherokee, Iowa, to points In
Minnesota, restricted to traffic originat-
ing at plantsite and/or storage facil-
ities used by Wilson & Co., Inc., at Chero-
kee, Iowa. NoTE: Applicant holds con-
tract carrier authority under MC 115915,
therefore dual operations may be In-
volved. If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests It be held at Minneap-
olis, Minn., or Sioux City, Iowa.

No. MC 127834 (Sub-No. 12), filed
May 26, 1967. Applicant: CHEROKEE
HAULING & RIGGING, INC., 540-42
Merritt Avenue, Nashville, Tenn. 37203.
Applicant's representative: Robert M.
Pearce, Central Building, 1033 State
Street, Bowling Green, Ky. 42101. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over Irregular
routes, transporting: Aluminum, in coils,
sheets and plate, from Nashville, Tenn.,
to points in Alabama, Arkansas, Florida,
Georgia, Illinois, Kentucky, Louisiana,
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Maryland, Mississippi, Missouri, North
Carolina, Pennsylvania, South Carolina,
Texas, Virginia, and West Virginia.
NoTE: if a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at Nashville,
Tenn., or Washington, D.C.

No. MC 128044 (Sub-No. 2), filed
May 29, 1967. Applicant: H. J. TENSEN,
doing business as PAR TROY TRANS-
PORTATION, 140 Littleton Road, Par-
sippany Troy Hills, N.J. 07054. Appli-
cants representative: Charles J. Wil-
liams, 47 Lincoln Park, Newark, N.J.
07102. Authority sought to operate as a
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Aquar-
iums, uncrated, .and aquarium parts,
accessories, and supplies, from Pine
Brook, N.J., to points in Arkansas, Illi-
nois, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Michigan,
Missouri, Nebraska, Minnesota, Okla-
homa, Ohio, Pennsylvania, and Wis-
consin, under contract with Bader In-
dustries, Inc., of Pine Brook, N.J. Nora:
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli-
cant requests it be held at Newark, N.J.
or New York, N.Y.

No. MC 128552 (Sub-No. 1), filed
June 5, 1967. Applicant: SPACE, INC.,
Industry Road, Cidco Park, Box 982,
Cocoa, Pa. 32923. Authority sought to
operate as a contract carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Telephone equipment, material, and
supplies having a prior or subsequent
movement in interstate commerce, (a)
from Cocoa, Fla., to points in Brevard
County, Fla., and (b) from points in
Brevard County, Fla., to Cocoa, Fla.
Nora: If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at Orlando,
Jacksonville, Miami, or Tampa, Fla.

No. MC 128875 (Sub-No. 1), filed May
25, 1967. Applicant: GERMA ENTER-
PRISES, INC., doing business as AR-
ROW WAREHOUSE & TRANSFER,
Eloise Street, Post Office Box 8942, South
Lake Tahoe (formerly Tahoe Valley),
Calif. Applicant's representative: Rich-
ard R. Hanna, Plaza Building, Post Office
Box 648, Carson City, Nev. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: New and used furniture
and househeld furnishings, uncrated, be-
tween Sacramento, Stockton, "Vallejo,
Oakland, Emeryville, San Francisco, San
Carlos, and Campbell, Calif., on the one
hand, and, on the other, points in Doug-
las, Churchill, Ormsby, and Washoe
Counties, Nev. NoTE: If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at Carson City, Nev.

No. MC 129106, filed May 15, 1967.
Applicant: JOSEPH T. DIGGS, 209 In-
dependence Street, Cumberland, Md.
21502. Authority sought to operate as a
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: New and
used furniture and general merchandise
as sold by L. Bernstein Furniture Co.,
Inc., between Cumberland, Md., on the
one hand, and, on the other, points in
Maryland, West Virginia, District of Co-
lumbia, Virginia, and Pennsylvania.
NOTE: If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at Cumber-
land or Baltimore, Md.

No. BIC 129116, filed May 22, 1907.
Applicant: WESTERNER'S INC., 585
West 33d South, Salt Lake City, Utah.
Applicant's representative: E. Keith Ho-
wick, 1025 East 2100 South, Room 105,
Salt Lake City, Utah 84106. Author-
ity sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Vehicles and house
trailers, accidentally wrecked, disabled,
stolen, or repossessed, on a wrecker or
specially built vehicle, between Salt Lake
City, Utah, and points In the Counties of
Elko, Eureka, Lander, and White Pine,
Nev.; Uinta, Sweetwater, and Lincoln,
Wyo.; and Bannock, Bonneville, Frank-
lin, Bear Lake, Caribou, Blngham, Power,
Oneida, Cassla, Jerome, and Minidoka,
Idaho. NoTE: If a hearing is deemed
necessary, applicant requests it be held
at Salt Lake City, Utah.

No. MC 129122, fled May 19, 19G7. Ap-
plicant: DUMMETT TRANSPORT
SERVICE, INC., Sheldon, Iowa 51201.
Applicant's representative: William A.
Landau, 1307 East Walnut Street, Des
Moines, Iowa 50306. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Chemicals and fertilizer, from Fort
Neal Industrial Complex, Big Sao Ter-
minal, and the plantslte and storage fa-
cilities utilized by Terra International,
Inc., located in Woodbury County, Iowa,
to points in Colorado, Illinois, Iowa,
Kansas, Missouri, Nebraska, Minnesota,
North Dakota, Oklahoma, South Dakota,
Wisconsin, and Wyoming. NoTE: If a
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at Sioux City, Iowa.

No. MC 129124 (Sub-No. 1), fled May
22, 1967. Applicant: SAMUEL J. LANS-
BERRY, Woodland, Pa. 16881. Appli-
cants representative: Robert A. Mills,
100 Pine Street, Post Office Box 432, Har-
risburg, Pa. 17108. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Clay, in bulk, In dump vehicles,
from points in Bradford Township,
Clearfield County, Pa., to points In Mary-
land and the District of Columbia. Nor=:
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli-
cant requests It be held at Washington,
D.C., or Harrisburg, Pa.

No. MC 129125, filed May 19, 1907. Ap-
plicant: L. C. CONLEY, 930 Cold ,ter
Street, Chill, N.Y. 14624. Applicant's rep-
resentative: Merwin Morehouse, 932-29
Times Square Building, Rochester, N.Y.
14614. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
Irregular routes, transporting: Elec-
tronic parts and allied equipment and
other incidental corporate equipment to
be delivered to Xerox Corp., Webster,
N.Y., with operations to be performed
between points In Monroe County, N.Y.,
only. Nor: If a hearing is deemed neces-
sary, applicant requests it be held at
Rochester or Buffalo, N.Y.

No. MC 129126, filed May 19, 1907. Ap-
plicant: WILBERT PETTY, doing busi-
ness as MOUND TRUCKING, 24553
Mound Road, Warren, MIch. 48091. Ap-
plicant's representative: Wesley J. Rob-
erts, 26640 Van Dyke Avenue, Center
Line, Mich. 48015. Authority sought to
operate as a contract carrier, by motor

vehicle, over Irregular routes, transport-
ing: Foundry core ols, sand set resins,
from Detroit, Iich., to Elmira, Seneca
Falls, Utica, Watertown, Syracuse, and
Buffalo, N.Y.; Phillipsburg, NJ.; Dayton,
Hamilton, Cincinnati, Wadsworth, and
Almon, Ohio; Indianapolis and Anderson,
Ind.; Granite City, Rockford, and Ke-
wanee, Ill.; Milwaukee and Menasha,
Wis.; Minneapolis, Minn.; and points in
Pennsylvania, Iowa, Missouri, Virginia,
and West Virginia, under contract with
Aristo International, Inc. No=,: If a
hearing Is deemed necessary, applicant
requests It be held at Detroit, Ifich., or
Chicago. Il.

No. MC 129127, filed May 22, 1967. Ap-
plicant: DOROTHY D. BOYLAN, doing
business as BOYLAN MOTOR LINE, 501
Harrison Avenue, Harrison, N.J. Appli-
cant's representative: Bert Collins, 140
Cedar Street, New York, N.Y. 10006. Au-
thority sought to operate as a contract
carrier, by motor vehicle, over Irregular
routes, transporting: (1) Chemicals, in
containers, from Newark, Cataret, and
Linden, NJ, and Long Island City, N.Y,
to points n Nassau, Suffolk. Westchester,
Orange, and Rockland Counties, N.Y.,
and New Yorlk, N.Y., and (2) returned
and damaged shipments on return, under
contract with Chemical Solvents Co, and
Union Carbide Co. No=n: If a hearing is
deemed neceozary, applicant requests it
be held at New York, N.Y.

No. MC 129128, filed M1.1ay 29, 1967. Ap-
plicant: FRANK TURNER, Post Office
Box 218, Gilmer, Tex. 75644. Applicant's
representative: Austin L. Hatehell, 1102
Perry Brooks Building, Austin, Tex.
78701. Authority sought to operate as a
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Rigid
electrical conduit and nonmetaKie con-
duit, together with fittings and attach-
ments therefor, from Gilmer, Tex., to
points in the United States, exceptAlaska
and Hawaii, under contract with Robroy
Industries, Inc. NoG : If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at Dallas, Tex.

No. MC 129130, filed May 29, 1967.
Applicant: C. E. DUKES, doing business
as HEAVY WRECKER SERVICE, 6510
Frisco Street, Houston, Tex. 77022. Ap-
plicant's representative: Joe G. Fender,
802 Houston First Savings Building,
Houston, Ter- 77002. Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over Irregular routes, transport-
Ing: Operable motor vehicles (excluding
mobile homes), by towing In emergency
service, for the purpose of replacement
of or substitution for wrecked or dis-
abled vehicles, betveen points in Texas,
Louisiana, New Mexico, and Arkansas.
NoTn: If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests It be held at Houston,
Tex.

Moron CAnn or PAss=., GEES

No. 1C 82007 (Sub-No. 1), filed
May 26, 1967. Applicant: SAMUEL
COOPER GREGG. Yorklyn, Del. 82007.
Appllcant's representative: Francis W.
McInerny, 1000 16th Street NW., Wash-
ington, D.C. 20036. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over Irregular routes, transport-
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Ing: Passengers and their baggage, in
charter service, from Wilmington, Del.,
and points in Delaware within 10 miles
of Wilmington to New York, N.Y., and
Stratford, Conn. NoTE: If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at Wilmington, Del., or Phila-
delphia, Pa.
APPLICATIONS IN WHICH HANDLING WITH-
OUT ORAL HEARING HAVE BEEN REQUESTED

No. MC 19227 (Sub-No. 118), filed
May 25, 1967. Applicant: LEONARD
BROS. TRUCKING CO., INC., 2595
Northwest 20th Street, Miami, Fla. 33152.
Applicant's representative: J. Fred Dew-
hurst, Post Office Box 602, Miami, Fla.
33152. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: (1) Air-
plane parts, supplies, machinery, and
equipment, and (2) components, sup-
plies, machinery, and equipment used in
manufacture of airplanes, between points
in New York on the one hand, and on
the other, points in Florida.

No. MC 32779 (Sub-No. 7), filed May
29, 1967. Applicant: SILVER EAGLE
COMPANY, a corporation, Northwest
57th and St. Helens Road, Portland,
Oreg. 97210. Applicant's representative:
William B. Adams, 624 Pacific Building,
Portland, Oreg. 97204. Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over regular routes, transport-
ing: General commodities except house-
hold goods as defined by the Commis-
sion and office furniture, uncrated, to
serve Longview, Wash., as an off-route
point in connection with is presently au-
thorized regular route operations be-
tween Portland, Oreg., and Seattle,
Wash., over U.S. Highway 99. NOTE: Ap-
plicant can presently serve Longview as
a contiguous city to Kelso, Wash. The
purpose of this instant application is to
serve the area beyond the corporation
limits of Longview but within its com-
mercial zone.

No. MC 83539 (Sub-No. 212), filed
May 25, 1967. Applicant: C & H TRANS-
PORTATION CO., INC., 1935 West
Commerce Street, Dallas, Tex. 75222.
Applicant's representative: W. T. Brun-
son, 419 Northwest Sixth Street, Okla-
homa City, Okla. 73102. Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Cement asbestos pipe or conduit and
couplings, rings, or fittings, from the
plantsite of Johns-Manville Products,
Corp., at or near Marrero, La., to points
in Arizona and New Mexico. NOTE:
Applicant states that no duplicating
authority Is being sought.

By the Commission.
[SEAL] H. Nsm GARSON,

Secretary.
[F.R. Doc. 67-6632; Piled, June 14, 1967;

8:45 am.]

FOURTH SECTION APPLICATIONS
FOR RELIEF

JUNE 12, 1967.
Protests to the granting of an applica-

tion must be prepared in accordance
with Rule 1.40 of the general rules of
practice (49 CFR 1.40) and filed within
15 days from the date of publication of
this notice in the FEDERAL REGISTER.

LONG-AND-SHORT HAuL
FSA No. 41048-Sugar from Houston

and Sugar Land, Tex. Filed by South-
western Freight Bureau, agent (No. B-
8984), for interested rail carriers. Rates
on beet or cane sugar, in carloads, as de-
scribed in the application, from Houston
and Sugar Land, Tex., to Burlington and
Milwaukee, Wis.

Grounds for relief-Market compe-
tition.

Tariff-Supplement 71 to Southwest-
em Freight Bureau, agent, tariff ICC
4514.

FSA No. 41049-Iron or steel articles
to Blakely, Ala. Filed by 0. W. South, Jr.,
agent (No. A5040), for interested rail
carriers. Rates on iron or steel angles,
bars, or rods, noibn, beams, channels,
plates, floor, and plates, structural,
noibn, in carloads, from Alton, East St.
Louis, Federal, Chicago, South Chicago,
Joliet, Ill., and Gary and Indiana Harbor,
Ind., to Blakely, Ala.

Grounds for relief-Rate relationship.
Tariffs-Supplement 101 to Southern

Freight Association, agent, tariff ICC S-
502, and supplement 40 to Illinois Freight
Association, agent, tariff ICC 1085.

By the Commission.
[sEA] H. NEIL GARSOx,

Secretary.
[P.R. Doe. 67-6746; Piled, June 14, 1967;

8:49 a.m.l

[Notice 403]

MOTOR CARRIER TEMPORARY
AUTHORITY APPLICATIONS

JuNE 12, 1967.
The following are notices of filing of

applications for temporary authority
under section 210a(a) of the Interstate
Commerce Act provided for under the
new rules of Ex Parte No. MC 67 (49
CF Part 340), published in the FEDERAL
REGISTER, issue of April 27, 1965, effective
July 1, 1965. These rules provide that
protests to the granting of an application
must be filed with the field official named
in the FEDERAL REGISTER publication,
within 15 calendar days after the date of
notice of the filing of the application is
published in the FEDERAL REGISTER. One
copy of such protest must be served on
the applicant, or its authorized repre-
sentative, if any, and the protests must
certify that such service has been made.
The protests must be specific as to the

service which such protestants can and
will offer, and must consist of a signed
original and six copies.

A copy of the application is on file, and
can be examined at the Office of the Sec-
retary, Interstate Commerce Commis-
sion, Washington, D.C., and also in the
field office to which protests are to be
transmitted.

MOTOR CARRIERS OF PROPERTY

No. MC 42227 (Sub-No. 2 TA), filed
June 8, 1967. Applicant: BEKINS VAN
AND STORAGE. INC., 25 East Mason
Street, Post Office Box 308, Santa
Barbara, Calif. 93102. Applicant's repre-
sentative: Frederick H. Duffey (same
address as above). Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over Irregular routes, transport-
ing: Household goods, as described In
ICC Ex Parte MC-19, between points in
Santa Barbara, San Luis Obispo, and
Ventura Counties, Calif.; with duplica-
tion of present certificates eliminated;
for 180 days. Supporting shippers:
American Ensign Van Service, Inc., Post
Office Box 2270, Wilmington, Calif.
90744; Getz Bros. & Co., Inc., Post Office
Box 2230, Wilmington, Calif.; Richard-
son Transfer & Storage Co., Inc., 940
South Santa Fe Avenue, Compton, CaUlf.
and Von Der Abe Van Lines, Inc., 600
Rudder Avenue, Fenton, Mo. 63026.
Send protests to: John E. Nance, Dis-
trict Supervisor, Bureau of Operations,
Interstate Commerce Commission, RWom
7708, Federal Building, 300 North Los
Angeles Street, Los Angeles, Calif. 90012.
NoTE: Applicant states that it intends to
tack with Its authority in MC 42227 at
Santa Barbara, Calif., wherein it is at-
thorized to transport household goods In
radial operations between Santa Barbara
and points within 30 miles thereof on the
one hand, and, on the other, points in
the Los Angeles and Los Angeles Harbor
commercial zones.

No. MC 108460 (Sub-No. 25 TA), filed
June 8, 1967. Applicant: PETROLEUM
CARRIERS COMPANY, a corporation,
5104 West 14th Street, Box 762, Sioux
Falls, S. Dak. 57106. Applicant's repre-
sentative: E. A. Hutchinson, 420 Security
Bank Building, Sioux City, Iowa 51101.
Authority sought to operate as a com-
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir-
regular routes, transporting: Chemicals
and fertilizers, from Port Neal, Iowa,
industrial complex and Big Soo Terminal
and the plantsite of, and warehouses and
storage facilities utilized by Terra In-
ternational, Inc., American Cynamid Co.,
and Monsanto Co., located in Woodbury
County, Iowa, and Dakota County,
Nebr., to points in Arkansas, Colorado,
Illinois, Iowa, Kansas, Minnesota, Mis-
souri, Nebraska, North Dakota, Okla-
homa, South Dakota, Wisconsin, and
Wyoming; for 180 days. Supporting
shipper: Terra Chemicals International,
Inc., Port Neal, Iowa (L. R. Garaghty,
Traffic Manager). Send protests to:
J. L. Hammond, District Supervisor, Bu-
reau of Operations, Interstate Commerce
Commission, Room 369, Federal Build-
ing, Pierre, S. Dak. 57501.
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No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. 834 TA), filed
June 8, 1967. Applicant: CHEMICAL
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., 520 East
Lancaster Avenue, Downingtown, Pa.
19335. Applicant's representative: Edwin
H. van Deusen (same address as above).
Authority sought to operate as a comn-
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir-
regular routes, transporting: Vinegar, in
bulk, in tank vehicles, from Schoharie,
N.Y., to Fair Lawn, N.J.; for 150 days.
Supporting shipper: Hinze & Holsten,
Schoharie, N.Y. 12157. Send protests to:
Peter R. Guman, District Supervisor,
Bureau of Operations, Interstate Com-
merce Commission, 900 U.S. Custom-
house, Second and Chestnut Streets,
Philadelphia, Pa. 19106.

No. MC 119226 (Sub-No. 62 TA), filed
June 7, 1967.. Applicant: LIQUID
TRANSPORT CORP., 3901 Madison Ave-
nue, Indianapolis, Ind. 46227. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Vinegar, in bulk, in tank
vehicles, from Indianapolis, Ind., to
Louisville, Ky.; for 180 days. Supporting
shipper: Indiana Vinegar Co., Inc., 2001
Rembrandt Street, Indianapolis, Ind.
46202. Send protests to: R. M. Hagarty,
District Supervisor, Bureau of Opera-
tions, Interstate Commerce Commission,
802 Century Building, 36 South Pennsyl-
vania Street, Indianapolis, Ind. 46264.

No. MC 119777 (Sub-No. 76 TA), filed
June 8, 1967. Applicant: LIGON SPE-
CIALIZED HAULER, INC., Post Office
Box L, Madisonville, Ky. 42431. Appli-
cants representative: Louis J. Amato,
Central Building, 103S State Street,
Bowling Green, Ky. 42101. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Truck bodies and parts
thereof, from the plantsite of Midwest
Body & Manufacturing Division of The
Electrographic Corp., near Paris, Ill., to
points in California, Oregon, and Wash-
ington; for 180 days. Supporting shipper:
Stuart C. Japinga, Traffic Manager, Mid-
west Body & Manufacturing Division of
The Electrographic Corp., Paris, Ill.
61944. Send protests to: Wayne L. M eri-
Iatt, District Supervisor, Bureau of Oper-
ations, Interstate Commerce Commis-
sion, 426 Post Office Building, Louisville,
Ky. 40202. 4

No. MC 124109 (Sub-No. 6 TA), filed
June 7, 1967. Applicant: B.F.C. TRANS-
PORTATION, INC, 950 Shaver Road
NE., Post Office Box 985, Cedar Rapids,
Iowa 52406. Applicant's representative:
William A. Landau, 1307 East Walnut
Street, Des Moines, Iowa 50306. Authority
sought to operate as a contract carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Corrugated shipping con-
tainers, knocked down, from Cedar Rap-
ids, Iowa, to Hartford, Wis.; for 180 days.
Supporting shipper: Weyerhaeuser Co.,
100 South Wacker Drive, Chicago, Ill.
60606. Send protests to: Charles C. Big-
gers, District Supervisor, Bureau of
Operations, Interstate Commerce Com-
mission, 332 Federal Building, Daven-
port, Iowa 52801.

No. MC 125534 (Sub-No. 4 TA), filed
June 8, 1967. Applicant: FELIZ FRAS-
SATO, INC., Box 882, Mount Vernon,
Ill. 62864. Applicant's representative:
Delmar 0. Koebel, 107 West St. Louis
Street, Lebanon, Ill. 62254. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Unfinished lumber, includ-
ing but not limited to treated and un-
treated post, pallets, skids, blocling,
mats, ties, staves, and stave headings,
from points in Illinois In and south of
Madison, Bond, Fayette, Effingham, Jas-
per, and Crawford Counties, 3L., to
points in Ohio, Wisconsin, Indiana, and
the Lower Peninsula of Michigan, and
Memphis, Tenn.; for 120 days, Support-
ing shippers: Clarence Brickey, Hard-
wood Lumber, Mlount Vernon, Ill. 62804;
Michigan Industrial Hardwood Co., 1851
Front Street, Box 612, Whiting, Ind.;
and Hardwood Lumber Corp., 1650 Hai-
sted Street, Chicago Heights, Ill. 60412.
Send protests to: Harold Jolliff, District
Supervisor, Bureau of Operations, Inter-
state Commerce Commison, Room 476,
325 West Adams Street, Springfield, Il.
62704.

No. MC 127990 (Sub-No. 1 TA), filed
June 8, 1967. Applicant: SANDERS
TRANSFER COMPANY, 3120 South Ta-
coma Way, Tacoma, Wash, 98408. Appli-
cant's representative: R. G. Peterson
(same address as above). Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Household goods, as de-
fined by the Commission, between points
in Pierce, Thurston, Kltsap, and King
Counties, Wash.; restricted to shipments
having a prior or subsequent movement
beyond such counties, In containers, and
further restricted to pickup and deliv-
ery service incidental to and n connec-
tion with packing, crating, and contain-
erization, or unpacking, uncrating, and
decontainerization of such shipments;
for 180 days. Supporting shipper: Trans
Ocean Van Service, Post Office Box 7331,
Long Beach, Calif. 90807. Send protests
to: E. J. Casey, District Supervisor,
Bureau of Operations, 6130 Arcade
Building, Seattle, Wash. 98101.

No. MC 128044 (Sub-No. 3 TA), filed
June 7, 1967. Applicant: H. J. TENSEX,
doing business as PAR TROY TRANS-
PORTATION, 140 Littleton Road, Par-
sippany Troy Hills, N.J. 07054. Appli-
cant's representative: Charles J. Wil-
lians, 47 Lincoln Park, Newark, N.J.
07102. Authority sought to operate as a
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Aquar-
iums, uncrated, and aquarium part^, ac-
cessories, and supplies, for the account of
Bader Industries. Inc., of Pine Brook.
N.J., from Pine Brook, N.J., to points in
Arkansas, Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Knnsas,
Michigan, Missouri, Nebraska, Minne-
sota, Oklahoma, Ohio, PennsylvdnLa, and
Wisconsin; for 180 days. Supporting
shipper: Bader Industries, Inc., Chain
Bridge Road, Pine Brook, NJ. 07058
(Harold Bader, President). Send protests
to: Joel Morrows, District Supervisor,
Bureau of Operations, Interstate Corn-

merce Commis'aon, 1060 Broad Street,
Newark, N.J. 07102.

No. MC 128902 (Sub-No. 1 TA), filed
June 8, 1967. Applicant: SCHOENEGGE,
INC., Route 20 E, Box 525, Norwalk, Ohio
44857. Applicant's representatives: San-
born, Brandon, and Duvall, 810 Hartman
Building, Columbus, Ohio 43215. Author-
Ity sought to operate as a contract car-
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: (1) Truck cab as-
sembiles, from Norwalk, Ohio, to Allen-
town, Pa., and ports of entry on the inter-
national boundary line between the
United States and Canada, at Buffalo
and Niagara Falls, N.Y.; and (2) truck
cab assembly parts, from York and
Scranton, Pa., and Buffalo, N.Y., to Nor-
wall:, Ohio; for 180 days. Supporting
shipper: Superior Coach Corp., Norwalk
Division, Norwalk, Ohio 44857. Send
protests to: Keith D. Warner, District
Supervisor, Bureau of Operations, Inter-
state Commerce Commission, 5234 Fed-
eral Office Building, 234 Summit Street,
Toledo, Ohio 43604.

No. M1.C 129096 (Sub-No. 1 TA), filed
June 8, 1967. Applicant: DUANE STO-
VER AND EUGENE STOVER, doing
busine:s as STOVER BROS. TRUCKNG
COMPANY, Post Office Box 232, Elburn,
I. 60119. Applicant's representative:

J. L. Nickels, 203 East Railroad Street,
Sandwich, Ill. Authority sought to oer-
ate as a common carrier, by motor ve-
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting:
Unsalted and salted green anfmal hides,
from Elburn, Hebron, and North Aurora,
Ill., to Cudaby, WIs.; for 150 days. Sup-
porting shipper: Cudahy Tanning Co.,
5043 South Packard Avenue, Cudahy,
Wis. 53110. Send protests to: William E.
Gallagher, District Supervisor, Bureau of
Operations, Interstate Commerce Com-
mLsson, Room 1036, 219 South Dearborn
Street, Chicago, I1. 60604.

No. M1AC 129148 TA, filed June 8, 1967.
Applicant: RAY F. 11MRR, Post Office
Box 171, Princeton, Wis. 54968. Appli-
cants representative: Edward Solie, Ex-
ecutive Building, Suite 100, 4513 Vernon
Boulevard, Madison, Wis. 53705. Author-
Ity sought to operate as a contract car-
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Bean harvesters
(mechanical bean harvesting machin-
cry), between points in Wisconsin, Illi-
nois, and Indiana; for 180 days. Restric-
tion: Restricted to a transportation
service to be performed under a continu-
ing contract, or contracts, with Califor-
nia Packing Corp., 1Mdwest Division,
Rochelle, Il. Supporting shipper: Cali-
fornia Packing Corp., Midwest Division,
Post Office Box 89, Rochelle, Il. 61068,
Send protests to: Charles W. Buckner,
District Supervisor, Bureau of Opera-
tions, Interstate Commerce Commission,
214 North Hamilton Street, Madison,
WIs. 53703.

By the Commission.
[srM H. NssL Grtso:T,

Secretary.
[P.R. Dc. 67-6747; Filed, June 14. 1267;

8:49 a.mL
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[Notice 1538]

MOTOR CARRIER TRANSFER
PROCEEDINGS

JUNE 12, 1967.
Application filed for temporary au-

thority under section 210(a) (b) in con-
nection with transfer application under
section 212(b) and Transfer Rules, 49
CFR Part 279:

No. MC--FC-69744. By application filed
June 9, 1967, BOWARD MOVING &
STORAGE, INC., Post Office Box 244,
Staunton, Va., seeks temporary authority
to lease the operating rights of MEAD-
OWS TRANSFER, INC., 188 Charles
Street, Harrisonburg, Va., under section
210a(b). The transfer to BOWARD
MOVING & STORAGE, INC., of the op-
erating rights of MEADOWS TRANS-
FER, INC., is presently pending.

[SEAL] H. NEIL GARSON,
Secretary.

[1F.R. Doc. 67-6748; Piled, June 14, 1967;
8:49 am.]
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